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3 ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 179. : 
FOR SBA, FIRE, LIFE AND ANNUITIES. 
CHIEF OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON. 
Fowps, £4,000,000. Cram Parp, £87,000,000. 


FIRE. 
INSURANCES ARE GRANTED AGAINST LOSS OR DAMAGE BY FIRE on 
PROPERTY of almost every description, at Moderate Rates. 


LIFE, 
DEATH DUTY POLICIES--Payment Direct to Revenue Authorities before grant 
ee NUS YEAR, 1895—To seeure Maximum Profits, Policies should be effected 
before 3ist DECEMBER, 1 Liem anita 4 
he 2 PE. R. HANDOOCK, Secretary. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY HOTELS. 
LONDON - MIDLAND GRAND - St. Pancras Station, N.W. 
(Within Shiding cab fare o Gray’ s-inn, Inns of Court, Temple Bar, 
and Law Courts, @e. ’ ag Bedend 0g ap Ee 
o Dinners, Arbitration 





King’s Oross Metropolitan Railway 
Tome mors as eae Public and Private 
H - Close to Central (Midland) Station. 
MIDLAND Excellent Restaurant. 
; In Centre of Town. 
For Peak of 
- Tennis Lawn to . Golf. 
» Telegraphic Address “ Midotel.”’ 
WILLIAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
X In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of X 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
SHIPPING PROPERTY. 


IMPORTANT TO INVESTORS THEREIN. 
C. W. KELLOCK & CO. 


(C. W. Kettoce, W. W. Ke.rocx, Netson Cameron), 

Established over Half a Casta, 
WATER STREET, LIVERPOOL. 
VALUERS of all classes of SHIPPING PROPERTY. Valuations made for Probate 
General Average. Admiralty, &c. Brokers for the Sale and Purchase of Shipping 

(Privately or by Public Auction). 
__ PEI HODIC AL SALES BY AUCTION IN OWN SALEROOM. ps BEI: 
GAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENITURYF. 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 














FREE, 
SIMPLE, 


SECURE. 





TOTAL ASSETS, £2,881,000, INCOME, £334,000. 
The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 
Assurances in force, TEN MILLIONS. 
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and pradent administrator. Mr. Huyrer, at the recent dinner 

of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, drew attention to the 

fact that another able administrator, the present President of 

the United States, had been for a great many years a practising 

me Let us hope that these iostances will be added to 
ter. 





A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter is printed in another column, 
calls attention to an omission in the Finance Act, 1894, which 
was also observed upon some little time ago in a letter from 
Messrs. Lestiz & Harpy (ante, p. 427). The one per cent. 
succession duty is not now payable, but the Finance Act con- 
tains no provision authorizing an allowance in respect of such 
duty when it has been commuted prior to the commencement of 
the Act. The Controller in his letter to our correspondent, prac- 
tically admits the unreasonableness of this state of things, but 
says that “in the numerous cases similar in point of principle to 
the present, which have occurred since the passing of the Act, 
the office has had no alternative but to disallow the claim to 
such allowance.’ Why, if these cases of hardship are so 
numerous, the office should have allowed a session to pass with- 
out attempting to obtain an amendment of the law, the Oon- 
troller does not explain. 





In spite of the edict of the London County Council, the Land 
Transfer Bill has once more disappeared, and, what is perhaps 
more surprising, the Select Committee have declined to continue 
their sittings so as to complete the evidence. Our reporter 
informs us that the committee met on Tuesday last, Sir R. T. 
Rem presiding, and, after deliberating in private for ten 
minutes, it was announced that the Bill would not be proceeded 
with any further and that the committee would report the 
evidence which has been taken to the House. The result is, 
therefore, that only evidence against the Bill will be re- 

(probably with a recommendation that the inquiry 
resumed next session), and the Legislature will be 
‘deprived for the present of the assistance which might 
have been obtained from the evidence given on behalf of 
that highly skilled authority in conveyancing matters, the 
London County Council. In taking leave of the Bill, we 
may be allowed to express our earnest hope that the admirable 
and conclusive evidence against compulsory registration of title 
which has been laid before the committee will have the effect of 
preventing any future attempt in the same direction. We have 
some reason to believe that even the last Government were 
persuaded that the proposals of the Bill could not be adopted 
without extensive changes. 





Tue rvLE which governs the time to move the court for the 
costs of an abandoned motion, and the reason for such rule, 
were stated by Mr. Justice Currry on Thursday last in a way 
which should form a guide to counsel. When the motions were 
ended, a gentleman rose and intimated that he desired to ask 
for the costs of an abandoned motion. Mr. Justice Ourrry, 
on learning what was to be asked for, directed the registrar 
to ‘call the paper.” This being done, the judge then said, 
‘“‘ Now Mr. —— you may make your application.” The appli- 
cation was made and granted, and ‘ie learned judge took 
occasion to state in court the reasons for what he had done. So 
long as anyone has given notice of motion for a given day, and 
has not moved, he is at liberty at any time unt the “seal is 
closed ” (to use the old expression) to come in and move accor- 
ding to notice. When the seal is closed, which occurs when the 
paper of cases is called, anyone is at liberty to ask for the 
costs of an abandoned motion, but not before. The learned 
judge stated this to be his constant rule. Experience shews it 
frequently happens that such an application is made during the 
day, while motions are being heard. but if the notice of motion 
has been given for that day the application is premature, 


Section 30 sub-section (1) of the Bankruptey Act, 1883, pro- 
video that ‘An order of discharge shall not ~ the bankrupt 


























from any debt or liability inourred by means of any fraud or fraudy. = 
lent breach of trust to which he was a party.” Presumably, ifg — ma 
trustee loses £10,000 trust money by means a fraudulent breach Or 
web agers adie bankruptcy will not release him from is 
his liability to replace it. But suppose he denies his liability, | fin 
and puts the trust estate to the expense of an action, of whic | A: 
he is ordered to pay the costs. Do those costs form part of the les 
debt or liability incurred by means of the fraudulent breach of thi 
trust? They are so clearly the natural fruit of the principal me 
liability that, for the sake of cestui que trust and honest trustees mé 
alike, we could have wished the answer had been in the th 
affirmative. In the case of Re Greer, Napper v. Fanshawe (43 wh 
W. R. 547), however, Ourrry, J., held that the costa of such an jw 
action, though consequential on the breach of trust, were not C 
‘*ine means of” it; an erefore the liability to pay tre 
them was Fs by a discharge in bankruptcy. In Jenkins y, ste 
Fereday (20 W. R. 781, L. R. 7 O. P. 358) an attorney brought in 
an action without authority, and was ordered to pay the de 
defendant’s costs. It was held that this was a “ liability in- de 
curred by means of a fraud.” In that case it will be observed Ju 
that the liability followed as the direct consequence of the fraud, sh 
and was, so to speak, the princi nig ep in Re Greer De 
we have as the direct consequence the liability to replace the ha 
trust funds, and non constat that any further liability need th 
arise. As pointed out in Re Greer, the point is somewhat su 
analogous to cases of attachment under section 4 of the Debtors of 
Act, 1869. Where a trustee is ordered to pay any sum in his Ge 
ion or under his control, a nt for the _princi- pr 
sum, not for the : v. Chic . 369, co 
~R. 6 Oh. 152), But the reason for that is clear. Such costs 
are not and never were “in his ion or under his control” 
within section 4, sub-section 3. Probably this particular analogy _— 
must not be pressed too far. A nearer case, perhaps, is Rea pm 
Solicitor (48 W. R. 490; 1895, 2 Ch. 66), where a taxatio th 
order directed a solicitor to repay to his client the amount, if lit 
any, of his bill of costs that should be certified to have been th 
ove nail. If wan Teun Ghat oe Til hal been overpaid, andl - 
ph calle order the solicitor was directed to pay the taxed (a 
costs of the taxation. It was held that the taxed costs of the ae 
taxation, as well as the amount of the bill found to be overpaid, on 
were due from the solicitor “in his character as an officer of the ad o 
court ” within section 4, sub-section (4). On the other hand, 63 
in 7 


R ae (20 W. R. 694, L. R. 7 Ch. 523) the costs of an un- 
successful appeal from a refusal to discharge an order for taxa- 


tion were held due from the solicitor “ simply as an unsuccessful | 3 


litigant,” and not ‘‘in his character as an officer of the court.” be 
It may be doubted whether the cases on the Debtors Act afford ot 
any real assistance on the exact question, which turns on the fr 
wording of the Bankruptcy Act. je 


doubtless call attention to the point, and if the Legislature 
desires to widen the exceptions from release it must alter the 
wording of the section. 


The case of Re Greer tr 
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In THE current number of the Law Quarterly Review Judge 
Cuatmers pleads for a distinction between petty perjury and 
grand perjury, analogous to that formerly existing between 
patty and grand larceny. He is op by the amount of 
alse swearing which comes under his notice in the county court, 
and for which a prosecution at the assizes is altogether an un- 
suitable remedy. In his opinion the law takes too serious & 
view of perjury in ordinary civil ings, with the result 
that it is seldom ig in motion, and the evil continues un- 
checked. Few people, he says, realize the extent to which perjury 
is prevalent among the lower classes in England, and he draws— 
not at all to the advantage of land—a comparison between 
England, Gibraltar, and India, in all of which he has administered 
_- Gibraltar, with its mixed population of Spaniards, 

altese, and Barbary Jews, gave him no ground of complaint. 
In India there was a good deal of lying, but Judge Onaumens 
"tap much of it on the same level as fictitious pleadings. The 
ies were of a stereotyped form, and apparently were used, not 
so much to deceive, as because they were suitable under the 
circumstances. Even Wales comes in for a good word. The 
learned judge has done a circuit there, and “ was struck with 
the careful honesty of the witnesses all round the circuit.” He 
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of income accruing due after the date of the judgme at, and 
paid to the married woman. In one case the judgment of the 
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makes an exception with regard to false charges under the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act, but the exception, he observes, 
is not peculiar to Wales. For perjury in ordinary cases he 
finds no field so fertile as his own county court at Birmingham. 
A note he took of a hundred consecutive cases tried there for 
less than £20 shews that there was hard cross-swearing in sixty- 
three. He is willing to put much of this down to defective 
memory or inaccurate observation, but, ho observes, “ after 
making all allowance for hard swearing which is not perjury, 
there remains a terrible residuum of wilful and corrupt perjury, 
which urgently calls for a remedy, if the administration of 
justice is not to be reduced to a farce.’ The remedy 
he proposes is to give the county court judge a discretion to 
treat perjury as being similar to a false statement made under 
statutory authority, but not under oath, and not for use 
in any judicial proceeding. This is an offence which may be 
dealt with by a court of summary jurisdiction, or, if the accused 
desires a jury, at quarter sessions. Most county court perjury, 
Judge Cuatmers thinks, might be dealt with in the same way. 
‘‘ What is required is a small punishment promptly inflicted.” 
Doubtless the prospect of speedy and certain punishment would 
have the effect of checking the evil, and any chance of abuse of 
the process for vindictive purposes would be avoided if, as is 
suggested, no prosecution could be commenced without the leave 
of the court or of some public official, such as the Attorney- 
General or the Public Prosecutor. We imagine it would in 
practice be most efficacious to proceed under the leave of the 
court. 


WE HAVE RECEIVED a pamphlet compiled by Mr. Hoop Barns, 
under the title ‘‘Married Women and their Debts,’ which 
contains reports of various hitherto unreported cases bearing on 
the question which the compiler has been instrumental in 
litigating. Its most useful feature seems to be the re of 
the order of Court of Appeal No. 1, dated the 23rd of July, 
1894, which is referred to as unreported in Pillers v. Hdw 
(ante, p. 96). The question is, how far a judgment against a 
married woman for debt and costs, or for costs only, can be 
enforced against the income of property subject to a restraint on 
anticipation. In two cases of Hood Barrs v. Cathcart (42 W. R. 
628), on the 16th of June, 1894, Court of Ap 0. 1 held, in 
considered judgments, that execution, whether by a receiver, 
sequestration, or other process, co 
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court was delivered by Davey, L.J., and he expressly refrained 
from deciding anything as to arrears due at the date of the 
judgment; and in the other case, in which Kay, L.J., delivered 
the judgment, the question before the court was said to relate 
only to arrears accruing due after the date of the judgment, 
though he appears to have intended to lay down a principle ap- 
plicable to the case of arrears due both at and after judgment. 


The principle is that the restraint on anticipation lasts until the 
income actually reaches the hands 6 e married woman, and 








till then, accordingly, she is unable to dispose of or charge it in | 





any way, or to suller by judgment .an involuni i 
it. is not clear ho is principle was deduced from the 


cases enumerated by the learned Lord Justice; and two judg- 
ments of Davey, L.J., reported in Mr..Hoop Barr’s pamphlet 
(see pp. 9 and 14), shew that he was of a different opinion, and 
that in his view arrears are free from the restraint on anticipa- 
tion. However, the question as to arrears.due at the date of 
the judgment arose directly in Hood SBarrs v. wo on the 
23rd of July, 1894, and was decided im favour of Mrs. Oarucarr. 
The judgments as reported do not indicate that the question was 
regarded as open, and the court seems to have omitted to noticethat 
in Cox v. Bennett (39 W. R. 401; 1891, 1 Ch. 617) it had already 
been decided in favour of the creditors of the married woman 
by Court of Appeal No. 2. The result was that when the ques- 
tion arose subsequently in Pillers v. Kdwards, before Court of 
Ap No. 2, Liyptey, L.J., feit constrained to throw over Cor 
v. Bennett, and, for the sake of consistency, to follow the lead 
of Court of Appeal No. 1. Naturally the latter branch of the 
court decided in the same sense when the question arose again 
last week in Hood Barre v. Hoeriot., Hence, so far as the 





Court of Appeal is concerned, it must be taken to be settled 


— 


that judgment against. a ol. weman cannot be enforced 
NN ney pe 

Sars are or are not due at the date of the judgment, a rest 
which seems to have f rived at without any adequate dis- 
cussion of the case Of aYrears due at the date of the judgment. 








Ir woutp have been a misfortune for the world of stockbrokers 
if the respondent had won the case of Toca (1895, 
A. ©. 318). He pleaded a Canadian e same 
effect as 8 & 9 Vi 109, which makes eS 
and y way of gaming or wagering. But the facts 
were that Forcet, bess member of the Montreal Stock Ex- 
change, was employed by Ostiany to buy and sell stock on his 
seemed on 2 faed conn Se ng to keep the 
8 investments, but to speculat 
of the account went against OsrTic 
The court held that the fact of the 
and not an investor, did not make the 
transactions. ‘“‘A contract cannot prope! 


1s a legitimate rc nsact! tO DU §_commos 
fle expectation that it Will rise in value, and with the iz 
day occurrence in commerce. ‘The legal aspect of the case is the 
same hatever be tk nat! of the commod ‘ 

was also held, following Thacker v. Hardy (2 
Q. B. D. 685) that, as between Ustiany the principal and Forezt 
the agent, the transaction was not even a speculation. 
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We Ake trormep that a project for reviving the ancient 
borough court of Plymouth is moving forward with good _ 
spect of ultimate success, The old court had a common law 
jurisdiction unlimited in amount, and it is hoped that by Order 
in Council the Chancery powers of a county court will be 
attached to it. It is praperet we understand, to give solicitors 
a right of audience. . Bomras, Q.C., the present Recorder 
of Plymouth, is taking a leading part in the resuscitation, and 
it is anticipated that if the jon expresses anything like 
@ unanimous wish in its fayeur, the request will be granted. 





BRITISH CONSULAR JURISDICTION IN THE EAST, 


Tux decision of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
this week in the case of Zhe jal Japa Government v. The 
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example of the inconvenience may arise f; : 

torial jurisdiction when, as under the terms of the existing 
treaty with Japan, the jurisdiction of the foreign court and of 
the native court are limited respectively to claims against 
foreigners and to claims against natives. It is impossible, so 
the Judicial Committee have held, for a claim i th 


O. steamship Lavenna and the Japanese 
shima. The collision occurred within three 
Japan, and the result was that the Chishima was cut 
two, and sank immediately, while the Ravenna sustained 
. The Japanese Government the 
trophe was due to the i 


adil 
took her 

claiming 850,000 dollars damages: 
turn alleged that the Chishima was 


damage to the Ravenna at 100,000 dollars. The 
salatel 4a tthe axed dniathiidia Meaudaannsiaeln re a 
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Supreme Court for China and Japan, to which the P. & O. com- 
ey ——- But the further appeal to the Privy Council has 
ed to the only conclusion which is admissible upon the terms of 
the treaties. The claims being, one against a foreigner, and the 
other against Japanese defendants, they belong respectively to 
the foreign court and to the native court, and each must be 
adjudicated upon separately in its own proper forum. 

The terms of the treaties to which this result is due are stated 
in the judgment of the Judicial Committee delivered by Lord 
Herscuert. The treaty between Great Britain and Japan of 
August, 1858, contemplated that, in the case both of a claim by 
a Japanese against a British subject and by a British subject 
against a Japanese, the consul should endeavour to effect an 
amicable settlement, and, failing this, he was to request the 
assistance of the Japanese authorities that they might together 
examine into the merits of the case, and decide it equitably. 
But this rough and ready arrangement appears never to have 
come into operation. The same treaty gave Great Britain 
‘6 most-favoured nation ” treatment, and about the same time a 
treaty was concluded between Japan and the United States in 
which the extra-territorial jurisdiction of the latter country was 
carefully defined. The treaty dealt both with civil and 

imi matters. Offences by Americans against Japanese 
were to be tried in the American consular courts, and 
the punishment, in case of guilt, was to be according 
to American law. And, vice versd, Japanese committing offences 
against Americans were to be tried by the Japanese authorities 
and punished according to Japanese law. With regard to civil 
claims, it was provided that the consular courts were to be open 
to Japanese creditors to enable them to enforce their just 
claims against American citizens, and the Japanese courts were 
to be open to American citizens for the recovery of their just 
claims against the Japanese. 

As Lord Henrscuett pointed out, these provisions were 
intended to confer exclusive jurisdiction on the American courts, 
as well in civil as in criminal matters, so that American citizens 
enjoyed immunity both from being sued and from being prose- 
cuted in the local courts of Japan. The intention was expressed 

haps still more clearly in the treaty between Japan and 
ustria-Hungary, some years later. Under this latter treaty if an 
Austro-Hungarian citizen has any complaint or grievance against 
a Japanese subject the case is to be decided by the Japanese 
authorities. If, ou the contrary, a Japanese has a complaint 
or grievance against a citizen of Austria-Hungary, it is to be 
decided by the Austro-Hungarian authorities. The exclusive 
jurisdiction thus conferred on American and Austro-Hungarian 
consular courts in suits brought against their respective citizens 
is a privilege superior to that conferred on Great Britain by the 
treaty of 1858, but a privilege to which Great Britain also is 
entitled under the ‘‘ most-favoured nation” clause. At the same 
time equal certainty attaches to the exclusive jurisdiction 
reserved to the Japanese courts in respect of suits against 
J a subjects. 
uch being the effect of the treaties, the decision of the 
Privy Council necessarily followed from the principle that a 
counter-claim is in the nature of a cross-action, a principle which 
is fully recognized by the decisions of the High Court here. A 
counterclaim is not a cross-action, it has been said, but it must 
be treated as if it were a proceeding in a cross-action (per 
Brett, M.R., in MeGowan v. Middigtgn (11 Q. B. D., p. 468), 
and hence in the case just cited it was held that a discontinuance 


of by the plaintiff does not prevent the defendant 
seedings Sng Sy 

F-claim. Soin Amon v. Bobbett 

J., observed that @ counter-claim 


ses for which ustice required it 
i a case where the 
















colait by the express stipulations of 
utthe sovereigns of the parties assigned to distinct forums, this 
€ oe seems to apply so as to require each to be referred to 
* its proper tribunal, however much considerations of convenience 
“may point to an adjudication on the whole matter by one 


nd the counter-claim are 


© .teibunabsand it seems to make no difference that, as in the |i 


.¢ err ease, the sovereign of one country is himself a party. 


comes into operation, an event which will happen upon one 
year’s notice fo that effect given by the Japanese Government 
not earlier than the 16th of July, 1898. Article 20 in substi. 
tuting the treaty for the existing conventions of 1854 and 1866, 
and for the treaty of 1858, expressly provides that, from the date 
when the new treaty comes into force, “the jurisdiction then 
exercised by British courts in Japan, and all the exceptional 
privileges, exemptions, and immunities then enjoyed by British 
subjects as a part of or appurtenant to such jurisdiction, shall 
absolutely pat without notice cease and determine, and there. 
after all such jurisdiction shall be assumed and exercised by 
Japanese courts.” This is a concession which Japan has earned 
by her remarkable advance in civilization in recent years. 








OPTIONS OF PURCHASE IN LEASES. 


Is an option of purchase in a lease for years, unrestricted in 
point of time, bad as a perpetuity? In the last edition of Key 
& Elphinstone (as in its predecessor, see 3rd ed., vol. 2, p. 748) 
this question is answered in the negative on the authority of 
London and —. Western Hay Co. v. Gomm (30 W. R, 
620, . D. 562, -&E., 4t +» p. 770, note 6), whereas 
the editors of Prideaux (16th ed., vol. 2, p. 78, note (uw) ) seem 
to regard that case as leading to a diametrically opposite con- 
clusion. The point for decision being the effect of a covenant 
in a conveyance of land in fee by the company giving them a 
right to repurchase at any time on notice, the case does not 
seem to be a direct authority for either position. Kay, J., in 
the court below, held that the covenant did not create an interest 
in the land, and was therefore not within the rule against per- 
petuities ; but the Court of Appeal, being of opinion that the 
covenant did create such an interest in equity, reversed his judg- 
ment. In Mackenzie v. Childers (38 W. R. 243, 43 Oh. D. 205) 
Kay, J., thus explained the previous decision. {The Court of 
Appeal] decided that mere contracts . . are not within 
the rule, which only applies to limitations of property. The 
judges expressed an opinion that a contract by A. to sell land to 
B. or his heirs at a fixed price upon notice in writing given by 
B. or his heirs, created an interest in land, and that there was 
no real distinction in equity between such a contract and a limi- 
tation by which, upon such payment, the estates would vest in 
B. — his heirs,” and added that the doctrine was entirely 
novel, 

In Re Adams (32 W. R. 120, 24 Ch. D. 200, and on appeal, 
32 W. R. 883, 27 Ch. D. 394), under a lease for sixty years 
the lessee, his executors, administrators, or assigns, had an 
option of purchasing the fee exercisable at any time on 
notice. The lessee died intestate, and his heir, who was 
also the administrator, before the expiration of the term, 
exercised the option. That was a case between the heir 
as vendor, and a purchaser from him. It was first con- 
tended that the option was void as a perpetuity, on the prin- 
ciple of Gomm’s case, but, the option having been treated as 
valid, the court regarded that question as immaterial, and ex- 
pressed no opinion upon it. The doctrine of Gomm’s case was 
then invoked for the heir to shew that the heir as such could 
give a title. That doctrine, however, could not be so applied to 
the case of an option to purchase in a lease for years without 
going a step further, and holding that the interest created by the 
option was vested in the lessee as a separate interest from the 
lease, and this Pzarson, J., and the Court of Appeal refused to 
do. It was accordingly held in both courts that the option to 
purchase was attached to the lease, and passed with it as part 
of the lessee’s personal estate, so that the heir could not make a 
title alone. 

The option in such a case appears : 
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in Gomm’ (20 Ch. D., at p. 579), and see Hare v. Burgess 
(4 KO & J. 45, p. 57), on the very —— apparently that 
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covenants to renew leases run with the land atlaw. Re <Adains 
shews, it is submitted, that covenants in a lease for years giving 
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an option of purchase properly fall within the same exception 
Bee the pel see rule. oan stated in Gomm’s case to 
common in Liverpool leases for 999 years to give an 
ion of purchase (20 Ch. D., at p. 578), and, though options 
urchase in leases are no doubt more usually given for a 
so that practice supports the view that covenants 
are good. 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


THE JupIcCIAL CoMMITTEE.—The Judicial Committee Amendment 
Bill has been read a third time in the House of Lords. 

MARKET GARDENERS’ COMPENSATION.—-The Market Gardeners’ 
Compensation Bill has passed the House of Lords with amendments, 
and the amendments have been agreed to by the House of Commons. 

MARRIED WomMEN.—The Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) 
Bill, as amended by the Standing Committee on Law, has been read 
a third time in the House of Commons. 

ADMINISTRATION OF TRuUsTS.—The order for the second reading of 
the Trusts Administration Bill in the House of Commons has been, 
by leave, withdrawn. 

BILLS PASSED Into LAw.—On the 27th ult. the Royal Assent was 

iven to the Post Office Act (1891) Amendment, Seal Fisheries 
(North Pacific) Bills, and to a large number of provisional order and 
private Bills. 








REVIEWS. 
LUNACY LAW. 


ARCHIBOLD’s LUNACY; COMPRISING THE Lunacy Acts, 1890 AND 
1891, THE LANCASHIRE County (LUNATIC ASYLUMS AND OTHER 
Powers) Act, 1891, AND ALL THE STATUTORY RULES, ORDERS, 
AND Forms IN FORCE THEREUNDER, ALSO THE STATUTES RE- 
LATING TO CRIMINAL LuNATICS, THE LUNACY (VACATING OF 
Seats) Act, 1886, AnD THE Ip1oTs Act, 1886. Fourth Edition. 
By 8. G. Lusniveron, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Shaw & 
Sons. 


This work, which deals very completely with the whole of the law 
relating to lunacy, is divided into two parts, the first containi 
the general law, and the second the law as to criminal lunatics. 
The general law depends now on the Lunacy Acts, 1890 and 1891, 
and these have been carefully edited. An introduction prefixed to Part 
1 contains a detailed statement of their effect, and a table of the sec- 
tions of the earlier statutes shews how the provisions of these have been 
dealt with by the Consolidating Act of 1890. The text of the Acts 
has been explained by notes which give the result of the authorities, 
and which assist the reader with numerous cross references. The 
previous edition was published immediately after the passing of the 
Act of 1890, and the rules in pons Rigg oe eee could only be 
inserted without comment as an appendix. The rules of 1890 have now 
been superseded by those of 1892, and the latter have been 
ap sere by the Rules of 1893. Both sets are printed “_es 
of the text of the present edition and suitable notes have been added. 
That the work of annotation has been done’with care and thorough- 
ness is sufficiently attested by the notes to sections 116 to 143, on 
the management and administration of property, and on vesting 
orders in cases of lunatic trustees and mortgagees. The second part 
contains the various statutes relating to criminal lunatics, with 
introduction and notes as in the first . The additional matter 
has led to a large increase in the size of the work—it now comprises 
some 1100 —and, if not yet unduly bulky, it has certainly 
reached the limit of convenience in this . There is a copious 
index with the sub-headi arranged, as they should be, in 
alphabetical order. The law of lunacy has been improved in form by 
the recent consolidation, but it is still a matter of no little difficulty 
and intricacy. The present edition of this standard work will be 
found to be a reliable guide to it. 


COMPANY LAW. 

Hanpy Book ON THE FoRMATION, MANAGEMENT, AND WINDING 
uP or Joust-Stock Companies. By Wit1lAM JORDAN, is- 
trar and Parliamentary Agent, and F, Gore-Brown, M.A., - 
rister-at-Law. EIGHTEENTH Eprrion. Jordan & Sons. 


Tue SEcRETARY’S MANUAL ON THE LAW AND PRACTICE OF JoINT- 





_ Stock ComPanigs, with Forms AND PREcEDENTs. By James 
Frrzpatrick, Fellow of the Inco iety of Accountants 


rporated Society 
and Auditors, and Fellow of the Institute of Secretaries, and : 


V. pe 8. Fowxs, Barrister-at-Law. Tump Eprrion. Jordan & 
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was published in 1891. 


BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


Tux PRINCIPLES OF BANKRUPTCY: EMBODYING THE BANKR 
Acts, 1883 AND 1890, AND THE LEADING CASES THEREON; PART 
oF THE Desrors Act, 1869; THE BANKRUPTCY APPEALS (Coun 
Courts) Act, 1884; THE BANKRUPTCY (DISCHARGE AND ) 
Act, 1887; THE PREFERENTIAL PAYMENTS IN BANKRUPTCY ACT, 
1888; WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE SCHEDULES TO THE 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883; THE BANKRUPTCY RULES, 1886, 1890, 
AND 1891; THE RULES AS TO THE COMMITTAL OF JUDGMENT 
DEBTORS, AND AS TO ADMINISTRATION ORDERS; REGULATIONS 
ISSUED BY THE BANKRUPTCY JUDGE; A ScaLE or Costs, FEEs, 
AND PERCENTAGES ; THE Britis oF SALE Acts, 1878, 1882, 1890, 
AND 1891, AND THE RULES THEREUNDER; THE DEEDS OF 
ARRANGEMENT Act, 1887, AND THE RULES THEREUNDER. By 
RicHarp Rrxawoop, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sixt Eprrion. 
Stevens & Haynes. 


ELE 


This work is primarily a students’ book, and the author’s object is 
**to shew, in clear concise the main princi of the 
law of bankruptcy, without obscuring them under a ing mass 
of cases.” In this he has succeeded, and the successive which 
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have been called for are sufficient evidence 
The t edition contains references to the recent cases, and, as 
ee oor is a complete guide to the statute law and to 
the rules in . 
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found it ible, by judicious curtailment. of less parts, to 
keep the book at its former convenient size. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. . 
The Irish Law Times Di of Cases decided by the and 
"a the Eesh Lew 


other Courts in Ireland, 1867-1893. in the 

Times Reports, Vols V.-XXVII., and.in Irish. Law Times, and 
Soxicrrors’ JournaL, Vols. L-XXVII. Compiled WirLLtiaM 
Correr Srusss, M.A., T.C.D., Barrister-at-Law. in: 


Falconer. 


By 7, » in Law. Dens io teenl Rain Bee 

lo re-written \ ’ 
te” Vn 
The Law Quarterly Review. Edited by Sir FrepERick PoLLock, 
Bart., MA., LL.D. " Sd, 1895. pores & Sons (Limited). 








The Times that Mr. W. F. .Q.0., Vice-Chancellor of the 
County Palatine of Lancaster, is aaiforing teom, the allots of» severe 
chill, but is going on well. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. If the writ be received on Tuesday the 9th July, the Notice gt |  “disbu 
ESTATE DUTY AND COMMUTED SUCCESSION DUTY. en may be given on Tuesday the 9th, or Wednesday the 10 my, Po 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors Journal. } : If the Notice of Election is given on July 9; if on July 10 { ca 
Sir,—The subjoined letter from the Controller, which, I think, The Nomination Day cannot be :— | 
discloses the essential facts of the case, reveals what must be Earlier than 4 : : » 12; a a warrant 
admitted to be a state of things, calling for the early interposition of Later than . : : : . ae Ore oes | 
the Legislature. ; _ | Ifthe Nomination Day is July 12; if July 13 of the & 
When it is remembered that the one per cent. succession duties The Poll Day cannot be :— coast 0 
and some other duties are merged in the new estate duty, the anomaly Earlier than » of a8 > dh him in { 
become the more apparent. The taxpayer certainly ought not to Later than = 123 «38 # honow 
suffer because he has paid his taxes in advance, and in the next . infringe 
Budget Bill provision should be made to meet such cases as this. Sans, Parkes, Parronanns, & Bannaw, Rae £5,000 1 
Perhaps there may be among your correspondents some other Solicitors and Parliamentary agents to the Association, latter p< 
victims of this oversight. TRUSTEE. N.B.—If the Writ be received earlier or later than Tu ments,” 
July 1. next, the 9th July, the above dates must be altered accordingly, the wat 
The following is the letter referred to :— ge 
Legacy and Succesion Duty Office, the hull 
ee eS THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. some pe 
2 Oc . - 
ON iF, [To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—In reply to your letter of the instant, I beg to say Sir,—I trust that the respective law societies are rousing themselyes ought t 
that, as pointed out in the official letter of the 19th instant, estate | to action in view of the coming General Election. If a circular was the worc 
duty under the Finance Act, 1894, is payable in connection with | issued pointi out the necessity for every member to work Tur C 
the death in last of this deceased, upon the investments (in | vigorously in individual constituency, irrespective of ordi missed t: 
which she retained a life interest) representing the proceeds of sale of | party politics, in support of such candidates as indorse the view you Se : 
real estate, upon which succession duty has from time to time been ion so often expressed, I feel sure that good would come of it. gist 
commuted. Liverpool, July 3. ARTHUR C. SMITH, i ” 
The Finance Act, however, contains no provision, authorizing an at Lloyé 
allowance against the estate duty in respect of the succession duty — renee effect a 
ye under ann. and in the numerous cases similar in age: under th 
of principle to the present which have occurred since the passing o determin 
the Act, > office has had no alternative but to disallow the delat to NEW ORDERS, &c. against t 
such allowance. THE COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890, AND THE somethin 
I am, Sir, COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) RULES, 1890, — 

wo 


Your obedient servant, 
W. W. KarstakeE, Controller. 


THE GENERAL ELECTION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—The enclosed circular has been issued by the Association of 
Municipal Corporations, and as the matter is of general interest at this 
moment, we beg to send you a copy. SHARPE, PARKER, & Co, 

Solicitors and Parliamentary agents to the Association 
of Municipal Corporations, 

12, New Court, Carey-street, London, July 4. 

The following is the circular referred to :— 

ASSOCIATION OF MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 
12, New Court, Carey-street, London, W.C., 4th July, 1895. 
THE GENERAL ELECTION. |. 

It having been announced that the Dissolution will take place on 
Monday next, the 8th inst., and the writs will be posted from the 
Crown Office on that day, we beg to inform you that, on that assump- 
tion, the following are the dates of the different steps in the 
election. 

CounTIES. 

If the writ be received on Tuesday, the 9th July, the notice of 
election may be given on Tuesday the 9th, Wednesday the 10th, or 
Thursday the 11th July. 

If the notice of election is given on July 9; if on July 10; if on July 11 


The Nomination Day cannot be: 
Earlier than > ; : ey * Fars | <P 
Later than ‘ : , - ae ~~ wa ae a Oe 
If the Nomination Day is July 13; 15; 16; 17; 18; 19 
The Poll Day cannot be :— 
Earlier than ° ing 54g 265 :10- 903 333.38 
Later than os) 6983 28; 94; 25; 26; 27 


Districr Boroveus, 


If the writ be received on Tuesday, the 9th July, the Notice of 
Election may be given on Tuesday the 9th, or Wednesday the 10th 


July. 
If the Notice of Election is given on July 9; if on July 10 
The Nomination Day cannot be :— 


Earlier than a: 28% ‘ 15 
Later than ° : > nae Piel 19 
If the Nomination Day is July 13; 15; 16; 17; 18; 19 
The Poll Day cannot be :— 
Earlierthan . o 55 173 183 19; 20; 22; 23 
Later than ; i gg Re Te Se Ss BS: BT 


Rules, 1890, the Board of Trade hereby substitute the form of 
davit verifying Liquidator’s Account set out at the foot hereof in lies 


Pursuant to Clause 2 of Rule 3 of the Companies (Winding ear 
of the existing Form No. 77 in the Companies (Winding-up) Rale, | 





1890, and henceforth the substituted form shall be the Form No. 7 different 
in the Appendix of Forms referred to in the said Rules.—Dated this ithad n 
26th day of June, 1895. words hu 
By order of the Board of Trade. by the s 
John Smith, Inspector-General in Companies Liquidation, ard “se 
authorized in that behalf by the President of the Board of | Pnt—n 
Trade. Gataines 
No. 77. his lords 
Affidavit verifying Liquidator’s Account. warranty 
(Title.) Kay at 
I, G. H., of , the Liquidator of the above-named com Pickford, 
pany, make oath and say : Belett. 1 
That* the Account hereunto annexed marked B is a true copy of th ita 
** Cash Book” kept by me as such Liquidator pursuant to Rule 144 f 
the Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1890, and contains a full and trm 
account of my receipts and payments as such Liquidator from the 
day of to the day of inclusive’  Vaxnor 
and that I have not, nor has any other person by my order, or for ive OB 
my use, during such period, received or paid any moneys on Derost 
of the said company ‘other than and except the items mentioned and Appeal 
specified in the said account. The plait 
Sworn at, &. she put 
tha 
ee lease (th 
and the « 
CASES OF THE WEEK. in respec 





Court of Appeal. 

RODDICK ». INDEMNITY MUTUAL MARINE INSURANCE CO. (LIM) 
—No. 1, 28th June. 

| MaRine Insurance—“‘ Hutt anp Macuryery ’?—WarRANTED UNINSURED 

—Honovr Poxicres—DisBsuRsEMENTS—INFRINGEMENT OF WARRANTY. 


This was an appeal of the defendant company from the judgment 
Kennedy, J., in an action tried before him without a jury. ‘The plaintif 
















under a of insurance effected by him with the defendant 
company, and dated the 8th of January, 1894, which was declared to 0) at 
upon the hull and machinery of the steamship Ozenholme, which war” 
valued at £10,000, ‘‘ £5,000 warranted uninsured t for running aa a order 


excep 
clause,’”’ for six months from January 9, 1894, to July 8, 1894. 
holme was lost between those dates, but the defendant company 
their liability, on the ground that the warranty above mentioned had mot 
been complied with laintiff had not effected policies to a greater 










. Pp 
extent than £5,000 upon the hull and machinery, but he did effect certalm 









* Nore.—If no receipts or payments, strike out words in italies. 
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insurances upon ‘‘ py esl ” to the extent of £2,600. These 
disbursement ’’ po! . P. L., or *‘ honour”’ policies; that is to 
say, policies wherein it was stipulated t @ policy s be deemed 
sufficient proof of interest. They were therefore null and void in law 
under the provisions of 19 Geo. 2, c. 37. It was not ted that ‘in 
g these policies the plaintiff sought to evade the effect of the 
warranty which he had given to the defendant company. He intended to 
cover certain disbursements for coals, engige-room and deck stores, pro- 
yisions and cabin stores, and porf@xpe: hich he had Tuade in respect 
of the ship in view of her proceeding from the United Kingdom to the 
coast of South America and afterwards trading there, as warranted by 
him in the ‘‘ hull and machinery ’’ policies. Kennedy, J., held that the 
“honour” policies, though not legally binding, would have been an 
infringement of the warranty in the “hull and machinery’’ policy that 
£5,000 was uninsured, if they had covered the same subject-matter as the 
latter policy, but that the ‘‘ honour ”’ policies being effected on ‘‘ disburse- 
ments,’’ and not on the hull and machinery, there was no infringement of 
the warranty, and he therefore gave judgment for the plaintiff. In 
support of the appeal it was contended that there had been an infringe- 
ment of the warranty, because the ‘‘ disbursements’? did cover part of 
the hull and machinery, for the words ‘‘ hull and machinery ”’ included 
some part of the equipment or outfit of The Oxenholme—viz., the coals, 
ine-room and other stores, and the mapas A policy effected on the 

“ship’’ alone would have covered these matters, and the same 
ought to be given to the words “hull and machinery ”’ in a policy as to 

the word ‘‘ ship.”’ 

Tur Court (Lord Esusr, M.R., and Kay, and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. 
Lord Esuer said that the business of marine insurance had given rise to 
the use of different forms of policies, and policies had in course of 
years undergone alterations. For a long period the use of the word 
«ship ” in a policy did not cover everything, and it was still the custom 
at Lloyds, and probably with many insurance companies also, not to 
effect a policy on a ship alone. Some companies did, however, insure 
under the word “‘ ship,’’ and some day, bly the courts would have to 
determine what was covered by the word “‘ ship” in a policy of insurance 
against the perils of the sea, and, in his opinion, the word ‘‘ ship’? meant 
something more than “hull,” but it was not necessary in the present case to 
determine that question. In this case the insurance company had adopted 
the words ‘‘ hull and machinery,’’ and the court had to construe them. 
1 uainted with ships knew what the words hull and mach 












ngs 


mee 


ine! e ow pad peen proved 
words as between insurer and assured had universally acquired a m 
different from their ordinary meaning. His lordship was of opinion that 
ithad not been so proved; on the contrary he was convinced that the 
words hull and machinery did not include those things which were insured 
by the other policy under the term “‘ disbursements.” In the view of the 
case taken by his lordship, it became unnecessary to deal with the other 
t—namely, whether the ‘‘ honour” policies which were null and void 
wider 19 Geo. 2, c. 37, could be considered to be a breach of the warran 





contained in the hull and machinery policy, but it was not to be taken that 
his lordship acceded to the view that they did constitute a breach of that 
warranty. 

Kay and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ., concurred. Appeal dismissed.—Counsz1, 
Fiekford, Q.C., and Horridge ; Joseph Walton, Q.C., and J. A. Hamilton. 
Soricrrons, Pritchard, Englefield, § Co., for Sampson, North, Harley, § 
Birkett, Liverpool; Waltons, Johnson, Bubb, § Whalton. 

[Reported by F. O. Ronrwsoy, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


SCOTT v. ALVAREZ—No. 2, 25th June. 


Vaxrpor anp Purcuaser—Speciric Perrormance—Conprrion Reegrricr- 
me Onsections To TrTLE—Bap Hotpine Trrte—Discovery or AtrunpE— 
Derosrr—Ricut To Return or. 


Appeal from the decision of Kekewich, J., reported [1895] 1 Ch. 596. 
The plaintiff, Robina Scott, was the mortgagee of a leasehold house which 
the put up for sale by auction. Condition 6 of the conditions of sale pro- 
vided that the purchaser should be provided with an abstract of the - 
lease (the subject of the sale) and an t of such underlease 
and the subsequent title and should not make any objection or requisition 
in respect of the-intermediate title between the granting of the lease and 
the execution of the said assignment, notwithstanding any recital ef or 
reference to such title contained in the assignment or any subsequent 
document of title, but should assume that the said assignment in 


the assignees a good title for the residue of the term. The defendant, 
Henry Alvarez, bid for and became the purchaser of the at the 
Price of £330. Before the completion of the purchase purchaser’s 


wlicitors obtained from the vendor’s solicitor some information as to the 
title between the underlease and the assi purchaser 
to question the validity of the title, and he - 

ong under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874 
hat the title was not a 













Rept and for retum of the depos pon this sum 
ons the Court of Appe » reversing ne . +» made 
m order dismissing the summons, their lordships being of opinion that 


the facts disclosed: by the evidence the vendor had a title, 

it was open to suspicion. Subsequently to the order of the Court 

of Appeal but before completion of the purchase, the defendant discovered 
that, owing to some fraudulent — with the property, the vendor 
thewed no title at all, and he refused to complete. vendor then 
ht the present action for specific performance, the defendant coan- 

for a declaration that, notwi the order of the 


ty | charges by way of floating security all its property whatsoe 







Court of A , & good title had 
deposit. Kekewich, J., dismissed 
be returned. The vendor appealed, 
made a bargain as to the title, and the 
and that at any rate the purchaser 
deposit. The purchaser contended whatever might 
where the title was doubtful, the court would not force the 
accept no title at all. 

Tue Court (Livpiey, Lops, and Ricsy, L.JJ.) 
Kekewich, J., their lordships refusing to decree 
and, on the counter-claim, to order 

Livvizy, L.J., referred to the and 

under the Vendor and Purchaser Act 

unable to establish that the title wasa bad one. 
ful to point out that the title was not a bad one. 
found out more, and it now appeared that, o 
ment of a will and of trust, the ti 

tively bad. The vendor still sought to rely 
ordship thought that Kekewich, J., had taken too 
condition. true reading of it was: ‘‘ Although we 
difficulties you are not to make any objections, but are 
good title vested in the assignees.”’ that was the true construction 
the purchaser would fail in an action at law to recover his 
that Corrall v. Cattell (4 M. & W. 734) was conclusive. The 
fore succeeded 30 Tar as the counter-claim was 












for speci 





Duka ; Renshaw, Q.0., Byrne, Q.C., Ingpen, and F. Russell. Soxrcrrons, 
C. Etherington ; Rodgers § Co. 

(Reported by Anwoip Grovne, Barrister-at-Law. | 

THE GOVERNMENTS STOCK INVESTMENT AND OTHER 

CO. (LIM.) v. THE MANILA RAILWAY CO.—No. 2, 28th June. 


Company—Depentcres—Fioatina ‘Sgcvrrry—Deravit ow Payment or 
InrEREstT—Svunsequent Issvz or Bonps—Pxrionrry. 


ieee from a decision of North, J., given on the 27th of June. The 
Railway Co., which was formed in 1888, issued in that year 
debentures to the extent of £730,000 as a security, the charge 
being expressed in the following words:—‘‘ And the company yo | 
ver 

wherescever, both present and future, including its uncalled — for 
the time being.”’ Condition 2 of the conditions subject to w the 
debentures were issued provided that ‘‘ notwithstanding the said =~ 
ie company shall be ot State, Ss Se sees ee of 

business, to use, employ, sell, , exchange or otherwise 
pert ot Oe rey ee ee ae 
a b for the period of three calendar months after the same shall 

ve 


me due, or until an order of some court of competent ——- 
tion shall have been made or a special or extraordinary shall 
have been duly passed for winding up of the company.” In 1891 the 
company issued called the ‘A’ _— extent of about 


8 
F 


£299,000, before any default had been made 
debentures. 
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holders and granted an injunction. The company 
contended on their behalf that the floating security 
* guystallized ” by (1) the tment of a receiver; (2 
up company, or (3) a voluntary and 

not taken 


necessary steps to ‘‘ ” their 
therefore not entitled to priority over the “ B ’’ bondholders. 


the plaintiffs referred to re 41 W. 
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be allowed to be otberintgeos Git and then be poovented ge paying 
. other infere: nou 





,» concurred. 

mee, LJ. in concurring, said that the case before Pearson, J. (Re 
Horne and Heliard), was a totally different one, and that their decision did 
not in ay 4 way affect the authority of that case.—Counset, Le, Q.C., 
and P. Abraham ; Whitehorne, Q.C., and W. E£. Vernon; 0. BE. B. 

Jenkins ; Farwell, Q.0., and Disturnal; Byrne, Q.C., and BM ys 
Latham, Q.0., and Kirby. ae ay Bompas, Bischoff, Dodgson, Coxe, $ 
Bompas ; ‘Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, $ Co.; Murray, Hutchins, Stirling, § 
Murray ; Davidson $ Morriss ; Beaumont ¢ Son ; Bircham § Co. 
[Reported by Anxo.p Grover, Barrister-at-Law. | 


BAERLEIN & CO. ». THE CHARTERED MERCANTILE BANK OF 
INDIA, LONDON, & CHINA—No. 2, 26th June. 


Commerrcrat, Causrs—ActTion commencep my Cuancery Drviston—Trans- 
FER TO sere 8s Bencu Drvisron. 





cery DIVISION, to the Queen's Bench Division, so that it might be tried in 
the Commercial Court by Mathew, J. The action was commenced in 
1892, long before the Commercial Court had been established. In the 
course of the argument it was suggested that the Commercial Court might 
be able, under its powers, to dispense with some of the technical rules of 
, and so shorten the trial. 
Tur Court (Linpiey, Lorss, and Ricxy, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal, and 
ordered the transfer. 
Linviey, Loge said that this was not a question between judges, but 
could cause be Sled beat and most expeditiously, and at = 








. e. 

at when this action was brought no Commercial 
Court was in existence ; if it had been the plaintiffs would have un- 
<a me - in that court. The Commercial Court was ostat . 

hed iH difficult and commercial caug 38 lordship 
did Tio be right tha commercial causes should be 
from the Chancery Division to the Queen’s Bench 






transferred 
Division. 
Riesyr, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect. Appeal allowed. 
—Oovunsst, Sir R. Webster, Q.C., and 7. M. Whitehouse; R. M. Bray and 
W. D. Rawlins. Soxtcrrors, Romer § Haslam, for Farrer ¢ Griffin, Man- 
chester; Clarke, Rawlins ¢ Co. 
[Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
BINNING v. BINNING—Chitty, J., 3rd July. 


Wru—Consrrvcrion—Girt to ‘ALL AND EVERY THE OHILDREN, THEIR 
Hats, anp Assions’’—Jornt Tenancy on Tenancy mv Common. 


Summons. J. B., a Somersetshire yeoman, by his will, dated in 1843 
in 1855, devised his real estate to trustees upon trust, as to one- 
the rents and profits to his daughter Charlotte during 
, and her decease to pay the same equally to all his children 
that should survive her, and to their heirs and assigns for ever, and, as to 
prety other sixth part, upon similar trusts for his daughter Letitia and his 
pmay ry tare g | her, and, as to one other sixth part, upon similar trusts 
= oe his , and after her decease to stand possessed of one un- 
part of and in his said real estate in trust for all and every 

the the children oR Rose, their heirs and assigns for ever. The question 
determined was whether the gift to the children of Rose created a joint 
tenancy or tenancy in common of their share. It was argued that 
every” was a word importing severance, and that Morgan v. Britten 
L Ret Eq. 28, 20 W. R. Ch. Dig. 134) was wrong and ought not to be 


Currry, J., said that the language of the trust for Rose and her 
‘different to that of the preceding trusts. Where the gift was 
there was plainly a tenancy in common. The question here 
Lord Ror y, MR., oh i ted segmental 
matte) ~_- cip os applied to personal 
was not argu righ 
tcase. The testator went wrong in hie grammar 4 
and every the childrén,’’ but that made no difference. 
thought that the a for tenancy in common was too 
court to accede to The court had gone far in finding 
tenancy in common, but to hold that was the effect of 
‘be too far. He followed Morgan v. Britten and 
that there was a joint tenancy.—Covnset, Lawrence Jenkins ; Upjohn, 


‘ 


2 


4 






# 
: 
i 





i 
-F 
ml 


i 18 





Soxtcrrors, Peacook $ Goddard, for Francie Sturge, Bristol; 2. F. Brunskit, 
for Bramble § Watts, Bristol, 
(Reported by J. F. Wauey, Barrister-at-Law.} 


PEGGE v, NEATH AND DISTRIOT TRAMWAYS CO.—North, J., 
22nd and 25th June. 





Tramways Act, 1870, s. 56—Denenture-noipers’ Acrion—Recerver 
AND MANAGER APPOINTED—NON-coMPIIANCE RY ComPANy WITH OrpeR 
ny Perry Sesstons ENFORCING Penattres ror Non-reParR or Rans— 
ENFORCING SAME BY DisTress AND SALE. 






e Neath and District pemewars Oo. pani business in 1873 1 { 
papa der contirmed in ‘ay . The 
order imposed p or not good con- 


P' 

dition onl repair, and it provided that Feeping the naltics should be 
recoverable under section 56 of the Tramways Act, 1870. The company 
had issued debentures charging t n a debenture- 
holders’ action in October, 1894, the inted th a of 
the_com oh cer and manager. a 


from. 5, the Neath Petty oy Sleealode’ aa 


ebruary, 
under indies 56 of. the Tramways Act, 1870, on the application of the 
Glamo road authority, 6 an oO on 


the company imposing the penalties by the provisional 
order, for not Keeping oe rails in re = was an ap plication 














ated b by the TRSCHOH-of the Sumi. 
P eee Act, 1879. The, debenture “holders objected, relying ““, 
prince’ ly u e recen’ case in the urt o Appeal (iar uv. 
Seeforaehire Fras —— Co.‘ 1895, 2 Ch. 36), on oe the — Jad 
é power of distress to be ex which would inter- 
fere with a public undertaking, and, moreover, that no sale could take 
place in pursuance of the distress. 

Nortn, J., decided that the power of distress, being a statutory power, 
was good, and could be enforced by sale in the way provided by statute, and 
that the case was not analogous to those in which a company had pro- 
fessed to give daboliene- holders powers which interfered with a public 


soderenee, and which it had been held the company could not do. 
in this case the poyer given was for the — benefit, jy 










eC : g r 

ublie | weaves. With reference to the fact that « 
manager, as well as a receiver, had been appointed in the debenture- 
holders’ action, which, since the decision in Marshall v. South Staffordshire 
Tramways Co., could ‘not now be done; that could not prejudice the 
county council, because they were not parties to the application. —Coun- 
sEL, Vernon Smith, Q.C., and J. G. Wood; Ashton Cross. Soxscrrons, 
Helder, Roberts, Son, ¢ Walton ; Charles Everett. 


[Reported by R. Sitiem, Barrister-at-Law.]| 


EAST STONEHOUSE LOCAL BOARD »v. VICTORIA BREWERY (0, 
(LIM.)—North, J., 29th June. 


Paacrios—Cosre—W rexnatas’ rahe 





rought by the pls Or pollu 

defendants, pees on the 31st of October, 1894, judgment was given in 
favour of the plaintiffs with costs. The bill of costs was taxed, and the 
master allowed the fee for eleven witnesses, although three only were 
actually called. He also allowed hotel expenses. Objection was taken to 
the allowance of hotel expenses as well as a fee, and it was said that 
nothing ought to have been allowed for the witnesses who were not called. 
One of these witnesses was a photographer, and it was said that notice to 
admit his photographs should have been given. 


Nortu, J.—Two points have been made in support of this summons: 
first, that the costs of eleven witnesses have been allowed by the taxing 
master and that three only were called. It was said that the costs of the 
other witnesses were unnecessarily incurred, and reference is made to ord. 
55 ear that the that witnesses are not called does 






: ‘ B ‘ 
these ‘witnesses were necessary to be called, ont his ‘lordship could not 
interfere with the decision of an e taxing master as to costs 
which he said ought to be allowed ; was a matter of detail and no 
principle was involved. He might few words, however, as to the 
photographer who was called. He ce Salle £30 for photographs. The 
taxing master allowed his expenses but reduced his bill to about £10. If 
his lordship was a prendre olen ps 
fp sence dba yehen prove unless his proof was shewn 

thor olde and taiy diotined, $e oan to admit it. He might, paler 
died aon tole to Get edbenen tatheben- It was next sai 
expenses could not be allowed as well as the witnesses’ allowances: But 
the scale Sepa to as binding was made at a time beget ey 
never called in Chancery proceedings. Referring to o: r 
cdpedes duliag-ath We: t were 9, 20, 29, 37, and 38, the last of 
which was said to show that scale was "now binding. But there was a 
clear decision of the court to the contrary effect: Turnbull v. Jansen (3 
0. } P. D. 264). It was ey ee een taxing master 

a discretion. As he was in principle the summonses must be — 
yo net te poe ad et Eady, Q.0. ; Mandy; R. Younger. 
Souicrrors, Wedlake, Letts, § We , for Batchelor § Geake, Plymouth; 
Crowther ¢ Vizard, for E. BR. Rodd, jun., East Stonehouse. 

[Reported by G, B, Hamurorx, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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HOWARD ¢. FANSHAWE—Stirling,'J., 25th June. 


LANDLORD AND Tanant—Eszctwent wirsovr Lecat Process—Rient To 
REwier. 


This was an action by the plaintiff for relief against forfeiture under the 

following circumstances: In 1892 the defendant entered into an 

with E, a builder, for the erection of certain ‘dwelling houses in = 

road, in’ the parish of D , and for the ting to E. of leases of the 

houses to be erected. On the 2nd of December, 1892, defendant granted 

to E. a lease of No. 5, Stanley-road for ninety-nine years, from the 25th of 

March, 1892, at a peppercorn rent for the first ‘year, and thereafter at the 

rent of £5 per annum paid quarterly. At the of granting this lease 

No. 5, Stanley-road was not completed, but the lease was granted to E. to 

enable him to raise money thereon, which he did by depositing the said lease | 
with the plaintiff by way of security for an advance of £200 and in’ 
In like manner 8 lease dated the 22nd of December, 1892, of No. 1, 
ley-road was granted to E. and deposited with the plaintiff to secure 
another sum of £200 and interest. On the 6th of February, 1894, E. was 
adjudicated a bankrupt. At this date the houses, Nos. 1 and 5, Stanley- 
road, were still incomplete. They had front doors, but neither back doors 


nor windows. On the 2ist of February, 1894, a-tend_sgani-s clerk, 
instructed by defendant’s ‘solicitors, entered each of the houses and 
fixec re rs there nce to the erect & 





i 


F 




















oe 

on the 28th of June, 1894, the plaintiff tendered to the defendant 
amount of the ground rent in arrear. This was refused by the defendant, 
who claimed to be in possession. By a deed dated the 5th of July, 1894 
E.'s trustee in bankruptcy, in consideration of £5, assigned to the 
all his interest in Nos. 1 and 5, Stanley-road, and on the 6th of July, 
1894, the plaintiff commenced this action iming possession of the pre 
pertices comprised in thé ] BASES 4 esald p at naer and suo 
ect to the lessee’s covenants in such leases rampactively reserved and con- 
tained nd aliel [rom any forfeiture of the le * in cor BOUCTICE © non- 
sayment’ Or the rents reserved by the leases regpectivél or on such term 
OS thecourt shoula think jus ach Of the ee 
fof Tée-entry, enabling the lessor to re-enter on any of the ised 

in the name of the whole, if the rent sh 
twenty-one days or if there should be yt Aor of covenant, in which 
events “the term hereby granted shall a tely determine.’’ 
2let of February, 1894, the rent was in arrear, but it was not alleged that 
any breach of covenant had been committed which would justify the re- 
entry, and the question was whether, under the above circumstances, the 
plaintiff was entitled to be relieved from the forfeiture. 


Srratina, J., after stating the facts, delivered a reserved judgment, as 
follows :—It was admitted in argument by the defendant’s counsel that, 
ifon the 21st of February, 1894, the defendant had recovered possession 
by means of legal proceedings taken against E., the latter or his trustee 
in bankruptcy would be entitled to be relieved, both under the 
urisdiction of the court and under the statute 4 Geo. 3, c. 28. 
owever, strongly argued that no relief could be given where the 
had recovered peaceable possession without the assistance of any court, 
and in support of this contention reliance was placed 
cumstance that no case could be found in w such had been 
given, and, secondly, on the preamble to the 2nd section of the statute 
ust referred to, which was said to amount to a tion by the Legis 
ture that the right only exists where the 
recovered by legal process. Before dealing with these argument I 
consider the on which such relief ve ee by 
Court of Chancery. [His lordship referred at to 


the 
and 








t was, 
lessor 


ee 


cases of Wgdmnan v. Calcraft (10 Ves. 67), v. ay es. 282), 
Davis v. (12 Ves. 275), and Dapeer v. (1 109), and con- 
tified :—] These authorities seem to me to establish that the ground 
upon which the courts of equity formerly gave relief was that the proviso 
for re-entry was, in the eye of the court simply a security for the wen 


and on principle I cannot see that it makes any difference wi 
lessor avails himself of such security with or without the assistance of a 
court of law. It isno doubt ble that no case appears to 
have occured in which relief was given where the landlord re-entered 
peaceably or without bringing ejectment, but it is to be remarked that 
re-entry in this it, ype be but seldom effected, As to the preamble of 
the statute it is to be remarked that in terms it appears to contemplate 
the necessity of an ejectment, in every case the existence of cases of peace- 
able re-entry in vacant possession may have been overlooked, or — 
have been considered of so infrequent occurrence that existence 
not amount to a grievance. I think then that if 
vested in E., or his trustee in bankruptcy, he or his 
been entitled to relief. It was g however, thai 
nd £5 rele ) 
Mwiecessary to consider wh pagee- 6 
gage is entitled to To from a se (as to wh te 
are V. Elms (1893, 1 Q. B. D. 604), in the present case 
b8he pt, and the mortgagee has obtained trom be ees 
bankruptcy an assignment of the equity of redemption in 
& payment of £5. Now, by section 44 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
of the bankrupt vests in ao trustee, 
ght 


and by section 168 
the bankrupt to bo ustlanedt of 6 


, to sell” the right end 
“t I 

















































think, therefcre, 


their inj 
the lease had remained 





Vv sted ‘ ° Fastes, ad the wt 
it toa haser . Lawson (15 D. 426,29 W. R. 
rN  Oherebill (40 ChB. 438i, 37 W. R. 504): 
IF Mtitled to bring the action, and is also entitled to relief in ! 


of the forfeiture.—Cornsan, Stroud; J, G.- Wood. Sowcrrons; Hi 
0. Barker ; Flower, Nussey, ¢ Fellowes. : 
(Reported by Anruun Monvow, Barrister-at-Law. } 


HIRSCHLER v. HERTZ & COLLINGWOOD—Atirling, J., 29th May; 
2ist June. 

Parmoran anp Aczswr—Exciustve Rieur Tro mort anp sett Goons m 
Grear Barrain — AGENT THREATENING acaper. Turan 
Pursons—InsuNcTION. 

This case raised the question whether the defendants were or were not» 
entitied to issue ad’ ae ent em were the 
of the ‘right of importing 

ofiting ta Great or elsewhere the Franz Josef Bitter W 
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of costs 

Q.0., and: 

Younger ; Hastings, Q.0., and Ribdton.. Sotscrrons, Tatham '¢ ; John 
ti 


: [Reported by W. Scorr Tuomrsom, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Queen’s..Bénch Division. 
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EccumsrasticaL Commussiowzrs— Pusuication mx Lonpon GazETTE — 
Eccizstasticat Commisston Act, 1868, ss. 3, 6. 


This was an action tried before Charles, J., without a jury, in which the 
Koclesiastical Commissioners for England, and the Dean and Chapter of 
the Cathedral Church of Canterbury, sued the defendant company in 
eS —- “ey a jc ae of fire insurance upon a farmhouse and 

ksend Farm, Birchington, Kent. The facts 

on not in a The — was effected by the Dean and Chapter, 
and the premium was paid up to the 29th of September, 1894. On the 
ith of August, 1894, an order in council, ratifying a scheme under the 
Ecc! f m 1868 made, by which land, including 

he Yarm in question , wa ferred to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. 
The order in council was published in the London Gazette on the 17th of 
The ee in question were destroyed by fire either on the 






















































ica Sao rovides (ection 3) 
esipenen seme to lay before Her aoe in council 
Sacadhede eaneme ts the Combtnionemel rty of the Dean and 
Chapter.. By section 6: ‘‘ After the date of the publication of an order in 
council ratifying any scheme made in pursuance of this Act, and without 
any sapere rae or act in the law, the property expressed to be 
shall (so far as the same can be vested by this Act) 

‘vest in the transferees and their successors, and (so far as the same cannot 
be deemed to be held in trust for the transferees and their 

successors, CS ee eee &, 


take the same for the same estate and interest, and subject to the same 
liabilities for, and yg to which it was held at the aid date by the 
Dean and Commissioners, as the case may be.’”” On behalf 
of the it was contended that though the Dean and Chapter 
could not, having 


to the decision of v. Preston (14 Ch. D. 
be said to hold as trustees for the Roolesteetical Ciietwtesioners, yet 


297) 

the Dean and =. had an insurable interest sufficient to entitle them 

to sue: e Assurance ation (3 Q. B. D. 176) 

and Ra, Prion Se eo Teterred to 

Cuannss) J., ving ju ent, at the action was ‘for mone 

due @ policy of tecmen effected in t of certain farm 
On the 7th of ere : 1894, the buildings were transferred by 

ordet im council from the Dean and Chapter to the Ecclesiastical Com- 

missionérs. It was clear that the effect of sections 3 and 6 of the Eccle- 

siastical Act, 1868, was that there was a transfer of the building from the 


Dean and Chapter ‘ to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners without any further 
conveyance, and = without any farther conveyance a transfer of other 






property by way of consideration from the Commissioners to the Dean and 
Chapter. whole transaction was therefore complete. Now, the ques- 
tion was ee mathe circumstances of this case mayeoly could sue on 
this zn) could ot st ve o had not b en 


hapte! nd the case of f Collingridge v. & sat Movhenge inane 
Association had been referred to as being in their favour, but the reason 
why it had been held that the plaintiff in that case could sue was that at 
| oO time of the destruction of the insured Ly ogo by fire the conveyance 






had not been eooveled, and the purchase mone not 


Comyn ny.— OUNSEL, 
@ Wood Hill. Soutcrrors, White, Borrett, $ 


Cb. eae Son, a tohtiarale 
[Reported by F. O. Rostxson, Barrister-at-Law. } 
GALT v. DORE—Ist July. 


Pracrice—Morton ror Jupcment—Evivence sy Arrmavit—R. §, C., 
XXVII., 11. 







‘ » the an aving 

ntered on, and the wait ‘not being 1 80 ondossel as to 
enable the plaintit on default to sign Jedgqment. otice had been given 
to the defend of these proceed ino 3.8 : BBE e nen 


recover damage for the beeach of an ment entered into betennen 
the on the 16th of July, 1894, by which the defendant, a merchant 
in London, undertook to supy y the plaintiff, who was opening a 

retail at Trinidad, with =< on certain terms. The defendant, 
to be sent out to Trinidad, required to be put in 

, who accordingly gave him £500 in cash together 
with a phan = on his interest under father’s will as well as a mort- 
life . Shortly after the ment was made the 
ar to the value of about £1,500, but the defendant 
to the value of some £150, and ted and refused, 
and to execute the remainder of the 

tiff alleged had seriously damaged his business. 
So See sought, direct that ‘‘ If the 
makes default in a ivering a defence, the plaintiff may set 
ee tes on motion for judgment, and such judgment shall be 
given as the statement of the court or a judge shall consider 
to be entitled to.” The writ was taken out on the 14th, and 

the statement of claim was delivered on the 27th of May. The plaintiff in his | 























faintift, - = was 3 still resident at Trinidad, as to ~ 
goods shipped, might be taken by affidavit instead of commission in order 
to save expense. 

Tue Covrr (Writs and Wricut, JJ.) directed that pagent should be 


question whether the plaintiff’s evidence should be taken by affidavit or 


not, to be raised before the official yeferee.—Counsat, Edward Morten. 
Soxtcrrors, J. N. Mason 


| Reported by ‘Sieeneee Rain, Barrister-at-Law. } 


ALLEN AND ANOTHER (Appellants) ». THE LONDON COUNTY 
COUNCIL (Respondents), 1st July. 


Merrorouis Manacement—Bvuitpine Line—Hovse Srrvate at Corner or 
Two Srreers—CertiricaTe or SuPERINTENDING ARCHITECT—FINDING As 
to Srrvation or Hovse—Jvrispicrion or Macistrate—Merropouis 
Manacement Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 102), s. 75—Lonpon D eae 
Councr, (Gengrat Powers) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 243), s. 28. 


Case stated by a metropolitan police magistrate. A summons was 
issued the appellants upon a complaint by the respondents that 
the ap ts did on or about the 13th of November, 1894, unlawfully 

begin to erect a certain building beyond the general line of buildings on 
the north-western side of Birchington-road, without the consent in 
writing of the respondents contrary to section 75 of the Metropolis 
M t Act, 1862, section 10 of the Metro Management and 
Building Acts (Amendment) Act, 1882, and the Poca Government Act, 
1888. ‘The facts were as follows: The shop and house to which the 
complaint related had a frontage of 58 ft. to Birchington-road and 22 ft. 
to Kilburn a -road. The door of the shop was intended to face 
towards the Kilburn High-road and the shop front to face partly towards 
the one road and _ towards the other. The superintending 
architect to the Lon aunty Council had by his certificate fixed the 
general line of buildings on the north-western side of Birchington-road 
by reference to the existing buildings thereon. His certificate stated that 
the building complained of was situate in that road and the plan 
annexed to and referred to in his certificate shewed that the buildin 
extended 16 ft. beyond the prolongation of the building line so fixed, 
The appellants appealed 
appointed under section 28 of the London County Council (General 
Powers) Act, 1890, and consisting of one member appointed by the county 
council, one member by the Council of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects, aud one member by the Council of the Surveyors’ Institution, 
whose decision, according to that section, is to “‘ finally determine the 
general line of "puildings. ” That tribunal confirmed the certificate. It 
was contended by the ye before the magistrate that the certificate 
had not found that the building was oot rob the row of houses on the 
north-western side of ar ar ay and that if he had so 
found he had placed th uilding "in a row of houses in 
which it was not situate within the meaning of section 75 of the 
Metropolis Management Act, 1862, and had exceeded his jurisdiction, and 
further, that the situation of the building i in relation to the Kilburn High 
road and Birchington-road was identical with the situation of the 
building in question in Barlow v. The Vestry of St Mary Abbotts (11 App. 
Cas. 257) in relation to Kensington -street and De Vere Gardens, 
and that that case was a decision in favour of the appellants. For the 
respondents it was contended that the certificate and decision on appeal 

therefrom had decided that the building was situate in Birchington-road, 
and that that decision was binding upon the magistrate. The magistrate 


entered for the plaintiff on the terms asked for with costs, leaving the ( 


from the architect’s certificate to the tribunal 


was of opinion, a the as case of The London County Council v. 
Cross (66 L. J. M. that - contentions of the respondents were 
well founded, y found the complaint proved, and 


ordered the appellants 2 within perm Me ht oe to demolish so much of 
the building as was beyond the gen line of on the north- 
western side of Birchington-road, as defined by the certificate and con- 
firmed by the a te tribunal. The questions for the court were (1) 
whether the cate of the su tending architect decided that the 
house was situate in the row of houses for which the general line of 
buildings was determined by the certificate ; (2) whether it was the duty 
of the architect under section 75 to decide and find by his certificate the 
situation of a, building, and if so, whether his decision and 
finding were on the . Section 75 of the Metropolis 
Management Ac*, 1862, provides that “‘ no buil , structure, or erection 
shall, without the consent in writing of the Metropolitan Board of Works”’ 
(now ' the London County Council), ‘‘ be erected beyond the general line 
of buildings in any street, place, or row of houses in which the same is 
situate - « wach general line of buildings to be decided by the 
superintending architect | to the Metropolitan Board of Works for the time 
aed eainces oul canna &c, be erected or be begun to be erected 
without such consent,’’ complaint may be made to a magistrate, 
and a summons issued on which an order for demolition may be made. 

Tue Court (Wits and Wricut, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Wuzs, J.—The question raised by this case has been often discussed ; 
we have to say whether it has been actually decided. It is whether the 
certificate of the su architect of & oon County Council 
is conclusive not only as to the general line of in a street, but 
also as to whether a particular . eee street or not ; 
whether in fact the CS ae tect- to the general line of 


duty 
a street awn | a house is situated carries with it incident- 
the house is situated. Looking at 


buildings in a 
ally the du! spy ae lhe aged t street 
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the Actof Parliament alone I should have said that this was matter of 
tribunal before whom the case is 


matter has been discussed in several cases, and 
be far from satisfactory. We heard a lengthy argument as to whether it 
is more convenient for the superintending architect or for the magistrate 
to decide the point, and it seems to me that so far as convenience goes the 
: architect could best decide it. An objection to that view is that the tri- 
the bunal of appeal (constituted under the London Oounty Council — 
( Powers) Act, 1890, is not a proper body to decide an ap the 
architect upon this question, because one of the members of that tribunal 
is appointed by the County Council, who is a party to the appeal. This 
objection, it may be added, will no longer apply where the appeal is under 
the London Building Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 213): see sections 25, 29 
and 175 of that Act. The state of the authorities on the question is : 
In 1886 the matter was discussed before the House of Lords in Barlow v. 
The Lostty of St. Mary Abbotts, but it was not necessary toecide it. 
Wai , however, xp the opinion that the question whether a build- 
ing is in a particular street has been entrusted to the superin 
architect; Lord Bramwell vigorously criticizes that view, and states 
his opinion that the matter is one for the decision of the ; 
Lord Fitzgerald agrees with Lord Watson. The 
Lord Herschell is said by A. L. Smith, J., 
Council v. Cross to be to the same effect as that of Lord Watson ; it is difficult 
to say what opinion on this point is expressed by Lord Herschell, but I think 
that his view rather with that of Lord Bramwell. Then in The 
London County Council v. Cross Denman and A. L. Smith, JJ., came to the 
conclusion that the question was for the decision of the superintending 
architect. Their decision was reversed by the Court of Appeal upon 
another point, but their opinion upon this point remains untouched. I 
need hardly say that that opinion has great weight with us, although it 
is not binding, and I would rather follow the view of Lords Watson and 
Fitzgerald and the two learned judges than my own. For these reasons I 
think that our judgment must be for the ts. 

Wricut, J.—I agree, but I do so entirely out of deference to the judg- 
ments of Denman and A. L. Smith, JJ., in The London County Couneil v. 
Cross, although I do not think that Lord Watson in Barlow v. St. Mary 
Abbotts went so far as those two learned judges say that he did. 

Wuxs, J.—As to the questions which we are asked to decide, I think 
that the superintending architect must be taken to have decided that the 
appellants’ house is situate in Birchington-road and that that decision 
was binding on the magistrate. Judgment for the respondents. —Covunsz i, 
Channell, Q.0.; Horace Avory and F. F. Daldy. Sottcrrors, Last ¢ Son ; 
W. A. Blaaland. 

[Reported by T. B.C. Dinu, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REG. v. SLADE—26th June. 


Summary Jurispicrion—LimiraTIon OF TIME FOR MAKING CompLaiInt—Con- 
tTrnuinc Orrence—Jsgrvis’s Act (11 & 12 Vicr. c. 43), s. 11—Pvusuic 
Hezaurs (Lonpon) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 76), s. 5 (9). 


Rule nisi for writ of certiorari to remove a conviction by a metropolitan 
lice te into the High purpose of q it. 
Mr. Saunders was convicted upon a summons by the authori 
under section 5, sub-section (9) of the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, 
of having knowingly and wilfully acted con to a cl order under 
that Act for a period of 193 

The penalty im: ry that sub-secti 
shi a day during such cont 

0 


The rule nisi ¥ 
thi Tace of 










HE 
Hi 


ng 
he 
ad 


trary 

days ex) on the 12th of A’ 1894. 

, s “a fine eee 
action.’ 
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ie alreauUy OF SDAL! hereaiter De specu y 
complaint” (viz., a complaint —_ which a 
for the payment of money or otherwise) ‘‘or 
in the Act or Acts of Parliament relating to 
complaint shall be made and such information 
— months —_ the time = oie matter of such complaint or 

ormation vely arose. 
was contended thet the offence for which Saunders was convicted was 
one offence continuing up to the 12th of August, and that, the 
penalty was fixed at a certain sum per , it was to be treated as one 
ty Se offence, and the period pro’ by Jervis’s Act not 
ex 


Tue Court (Wits and Waricut, JJ.) made the rule absolute 


. Wis, J.—We need not call upon Mr. Saunders. This conviction is 
ee ' ' clearly wrong: it is impossible to read it without seeing that. Mr 
- has convicted f 









Saun been summoned and has been 
commi vist has 


WRIGHT, J., COnCUITed. , Deda, ( 

Mr. Saunders in person. : 

as [Reported by T. R. C. Ditx, Batrister-at-Law.] 

UNION MARINE INSURANCE CO. (LIM.) o, BORWICK—20th June. 


Marre Insurance — Oortision — Insunancs Acainst Loss THROUGH 
Couuiston wire Pree on Snaiar Sravucrune—Vesss. Driven AGAINST 
Tox or BREAKWATER. 


This was an action in the commercial list tried before Mathew, J., with- 
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outa jury. The 
Kirkmichael and Osseo, both of 
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defendant, 
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et riking anc 
en pte a Bale A 
and Carver ; Joseph alton, Q.C., and J. A. Hi 


Roscoe, $ Co., tor Batesons, Warr, ¢ Wimhurst, Liverpool; Waltons, 
Bubb, ¢ Whatton. 





[Reported by F. 0. Ronrrsox, Barrister-at-Law.)} 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
CALLS TO THE BAR. 


Gray’s-1xx.—The following gentlemen were called to the bar on 
26th of June:—Damodar Vivayak Kirtane, of Bombay 


preening Sere tng BY om George Blaiklock, Md Stason Magna” 


=! 





Suniek doce  Frampion Salar, BA ot 
se ee oe es eS es Wiataeer: cot aeneaaal 
Kabiruddin, of the fourth son of Moulvi M. Bakir, of 
Abmednagger, in the Bombay , India. 
LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


the : 
was returned as member for the of Helston, and represented: it 
until absorbed in the Truro He defeated on standing 
att it Waerpoh constiiweney ti 1806. He ponctlesd on the Western 
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APPOINTMENTS. 
Knight Gren Gn . Hzuwry Haarizy Fowize, M.P., has been appointed a 
Gross of the Star of India. 


Mr. E. 8. eect, Charity Commissioner, has been appointed a 
Companion of 
The Hon. E. a. ro Q-C., Counsel to the Speaker, has been 


a Companion of the Ba 
Harprnez F. 7 Suomen, beer hes been appointed Private 
gecriary tthe Lord Chancellor and Secretary of Commissions of the 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vttion. 


Writs Avevsrvs Guanz, Hewny Oncm Grane, and Cuanres Peass, 
(Geare, Son, & Pease), 57, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. June 30. The 


said William A us Geare retires from the business. The said Henry 
. ‘Cecil Geare and les Pease will continue to carry on business under the 
same name. [ Gazette, _ 2. 





GENERAL. 
Loed Halsbury was sworn in as Lord Chancellor in the Court of Appeal 


on Wednesday. 
- The Telegraph Company is informed that Sir Henry James 
vane take the title of Lord Aylestone of Hereford. 


coed yr, ys the St. James’s Gazette) was made on Wednesday 

Committee of the Privy Council to fix the date of an 

4s that body to suit the convenience of counsel who were seeking 

to the new Parliament. Lord Herschell said the board would be 

eae Te ee 19U of Angers, ond say and any date till that day might be decided 

en. would be all overina month. Ultimately 
18th of August was the date fixed upon. 

At the Swansea Assizes on Wednesday, before Mr. Justice Collins, 
Charles Norton, solicitor, was indicted r 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 80, 
for having, while trustee of certain iy for the use and benefit of 
, converted and appropriated 
to his own use and benefit certain legacies and proceeds of 

of investments realized and property sold 


to defraud. The jury, after a brief deliberation, found the prisoner guilty 
on. all the counts of the indictment except one. Mr. Justice Collins passed 
tence on the prisoner of five years’ penal servitude. 


sen’ 
«Mr. ' J. Wallis nen ee to the Times .as follows :—*‘‘ Lfind an in- 


| 
th 
i 
| 


credible amount of confusion hout ite country as to the 
‘administration ’ and ‘ ing of accounts’ of paroc charities under 
the Parish Couns Act he confusion has developed in consequence of 
the insertion of the word 


‘ charities ’ (without.any explanation) on pp. 12 
om the financial statement recently issued by the Local 
Government Board. A large number of parish councils have assumed 


that, by virtue of the Local Government Act, 1894, all parochial charities 
ate transferred to the parish council as a body,.and.in many parishes ihe 
administration 0: 


councils renee tehaiy annette - for the 
the charities. is‘wrong. I am only aware of two cases in which the 
einen over the administration of so-called charities— 


menti' 

Og yet of the Act and also. by. section 14 
certain property can be transferred to the ih council with 
es eee and sub yt e ap 
Commissioners. regard to other paroc 
to "beyond ociane sian anh tte a 

a ting trustees an the 
which the names ciaries. of dole charities shail be 
The opens 5 has no right to interfere with the trus- 
administration of: the trusts,nor has it anything to do with 
accounts pevena. s that they are annually submitted to 


meeting under section 14 (6).”” 


A 
if. 
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COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE.. 
Rota or Reowraans 1x ATTENDANCE ON 





Mr, Justice Mr, Justice 
Currry. Norra 
Mr. Lavie Mr. Rolt 
Lavie Rolt 
Lavie Rolt 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
xX Rouze. 
Mr. Pugh Mr. Godfrey 
Beal Leach 
Beal Leach 
belt ton” 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasetie.—Fuivay, June 28, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laurrep 1x Cmanozry. 

Apveyturers’ SynpicarTe, a ee ee | are ther debts 0 on or before Sept 15, to send 

Ses ahem en onium, ans — oe or claims, to Alexander Hayes 
County | hy Co oo Loutrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 27, 

Gillennie. 64 Westgate ri, Noweattle u Tyee Hyott 28 osu be joie 

ie upon wan, qui 

Cuouwatt + Co, an em ne uired, on or before Aug 10. to send their 


addresses, their <2 Saree, So James Durie Pattullo, 
31, St Swithin’s lane, Burn & Old Broad st, solors to 7 


uidator 
Cwmrare Si1ica Barox Co, Luarep (iv Vouuwtasy QquipaTion)—Creditors are re- 
uired, on or before July 28 to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
or to Samuel Taylor, 3, Temple bldgs, Goat st, 8 
a Say On euchter & Mas 18, nest Pras solors Pam ot Noti re pear- 
on 10. y; Dp » le otice of ap 
cues the later than 6 o’clock in the of July 9. 
Exma Co, Lauwrts: i are required, on or before Saturday, Aug 24, to send their 
names and addresses, the particulars debts or claims, to ik Wi 





ms sp—Cr —s, i a 2a Jaly Mt. & 

their names addresses, and the pasttouiens ebts or claims, to 

Chew, Hanley, Stafford. Paddock & Sons, Hanley, solors to the liquidator. 

UnumiTep in Geom. 

E. J. Wa,0c— Soin bn winding ~~ ene 98, diverind to be heoed om duly 30. 
fs poco Deighton, 44, King st, London Bridge, solors for Ts. Notice 

of appearing must reach the Jk not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


July 8. 
J FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Mippiessrover Coat Surety Society, Lawrep, 4, Vaughan st, Middlesbrough. June 22. 
Pasx Lane Couvizry Peamanent Gomnaue Revigy Fasnpty Socizty, Park lane Col- 


lieries, near Wigan, Lancaster. June 
True Femave Ivonires Sociery Harlech RS O, Merioneth. June 22 
Lb mee Provivent Socisry, Delphin Inn, Moretonhampstead, Newton Abbot, Devon. 
une 22 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, July 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep ux Cuanoczry. 
Cave Hitt Saitixe Suir Co, Liausrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 14, to 
Moorhead, Billi: ne Pras Fuculars,of ther dba oF ia a 
iter sq lors for 
E. J. Wraae, ome Ba for winding up, June 25, vizected to ba heard on 
> for petners. Notice of f appearing must 
later than six o’clock in the afternoon of July 9 
InrernationaL Commerciat, Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented June 21, 
—- 2 be Seen oe ae A. H. Fryer, Gt James st, row, solor for 
seer ° oe ee the above-named not later than six o’clock in 
wee Bovey 
© dpe we ime uy &, to send their 


Mittwatt Leap Co, {cea Creditor are mp ane apace, oe 
names and addresses, and claims, to Frederick John 


Walker, 17, Philpot lane. eon wen bo ida 
iy terre wed Gotp Recovsesy , Linrrep—Petn D;, presented 7 June 28, 


be heard before Vaughan Williams, J., aya nasruggen & Vena 
Craven of Strand, solors for Notice of appearing must above-nam: 


not later than six o’clock in afternoon of Say 8 
Usrexp Mexican awe Co, Lamrrev—Creditors are required, on or before yn, fo 
of their debts or claims, to aleer 


send their names and addresses, and particulars 
Leigh Hunt, 3, Gt Winchester st. Robinson, 4, Throgmorton avenue, solor for 


Wateces & Ges. Lanse —Oroitiens 200 required, on or before July 30, to send their 
names and addresses, an 4 the full particulars of their debts and claims, to Charles 
Edwin Dovey, 31, Queen st, Cardiff 

FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 

Femaz Faiznpiy Socizry, Sunn Inn, Gotham, Nottisgham. June 22 





7 


Wanrnine ro intenpinc Hovss Puncuassrs. anv Lusszes.—Before pur- 


chasing or ren a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an from The Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.), 
V Fee for a London house 2 guineas ; 


65, 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.) —[Anvr. ] 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER. 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Las? Day or Cram. 
Lontion Gazetie.—Fuiway, June 21. 
ARxkELL, Wit14m, Surbiton, Gent July 31 -Winterbothams & Gurney, Cheltenham 
Batty, Exvizapetu Cuantorrs, Croydon July 27 Caprons & Co, Savile pl 
Baey, Mary, Exeter Augi J&8P Pope 
Bauxy, Witi14m, Herne Hill, Gent July 28 Young & Co, St. Mildred’s court 
Bazrzart, Sanan Hesten, Drigg, Cumbrid Augi2 Ridgway & Worsley, Warrington 
Bears, Tuomas, Brighton July 18 Mirams, Brighton 
Biaceman, Cuar.es, Hove, Brighton; Fishmonger July 25 Hy Nye, Brighton 
Cartwaicut, Apert Rouanpe, Sunbury Aug Poole & Robinson, Union court 
Casrie, Joszru, Grocer, Handsworth July 27 Bagshawe & Co, Sheffield 
Cuamptey, Rosert, Scarborough, Esq Aug 3 . Turnbull & Moody,‘Scarborough 
Coorzn, Wr.t14m Voocut, Richmond, Gent Aug 24 Hewett, Reading 
Davussxy, Evzanon, Hove, Brighton July31 .‘Winterbothams & Gurney, Cheltenham 
Dicxursoy, Ricnarp Exsau, Bradford .Aug 12 Newlands & Newlands, Jarrow on Tyne 
Davumonn, Axx, Portees July 21 Blake & Co 
Dumas, Evovanp, Derby, Gent July 30 Dumas, South sq, Gray’sinn 
East, Cuagizs, Dover July 29 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
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- Lownie, Guoncs, Sydenham, Accountant Aug 8 Marchant &Co, George yard 
’ Mantix, Janes, Enford, Wilts, Farmer July 14 Dixon; Pewsey i. . 
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Ewexpecuar, Barowzss Vow, St Leonard’s on Sea July 20 Carless, Bt Leonards on 


Fever, Evwrs, Bristol, Furniture Dealer Aug10 Press & Inskip, Bristol 

Frick, Cant Freperick Gitivs, Gloucester st, Clerk July 14 Marshall & Haslip, Mar- 
Gaus, qe ‘West Hartlepool, Master Mariner Aug 6 Faber & Co, Stockton on 
a Cuartes Epwarp, Bournemouth July 20 Harrison & Robinson, Strand 
Ginsox, Rev James, Kendal July 26 Watson & Chorley, Kendal 

@uvert, Cuances, and Sarau Any Gitseet, Maidstone July17 Day, Maidstone 
Gaze, Heynry, Birmingham, Gent July29 Jobson, Dudley 

@Gaeex, Octavius, Leadenhall st Jaly31 Johnson, Parliament st 

Harvwick, Caruerine, Birkdale July 27 W & R Ascroft, Preston 

Harnison, Saran, Surrey July 20 Havrrison & Robinson, Strand 

Howe, James, Westminster July 24 McKenna & Co, Basinghall st 


Huaues, nea Canna, Portsmouth, Furniture Dealer Aug5 Cousins & Burbidge, 
Portsmou! 
Joves, Tuomas, Cambridge, Grocer Aug1 Burrows, Cambridge 


Kexwanv, Rev Rosert Bruce, Blandford, Dorset Aug 1 Moon & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
fie 


“4 James, Sydenham hill, Gent July 27 Kingsford & Co, Essex st, W C 
Laxemay, Janz, Modbury, Devon, July 31 Rogers, Modbury 

Lyrwx, Ea, Kentish Town July 20 Burne & Wykes, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Mape.ey, Wit11am, Worcester,Gent July 26 Leigh, Manchester 

McLetiax, Doxatp, South Kensington, Jeweller July 2 Bircham & Co, Parliament st 
Mautow, Joun, Old Kent rd, Hotel porter July 6 Stokes, Bedford row 

Moxes, Rozert, Lichfield, Farmer Augi Herbert Russell, Lichfield 

Hn, Ausesw, Newcastle upon Tyne, Master Mariner July 31 Brown, Newcastle upon 


TE ny Wiiu1am Atrrep, Wandsworth, Gent July 18 Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 


Oakes, ER Chester, Farmer Augi Bate, Cheshire 

Ouiver, Hewry, Orwell, Cambridge, Butcher July 31 Ginn & Matthews, Cambridge 
Pater, Joux, Bury St Edmunds, Esq Augi Taylor & Co, Bradford 

Powrivex, Russert, Newent, Gent July1 Price, Newent 

pprstnoeet, Harner, Wallington, Surrey July 23 Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancaster 


plac 

Rircuie, Marmaa, East Dulwich grove July 25 © and E Woodroffe, Great Dover 
stree' 

fanres, _ ae Herne Hill, Commission Agent July 18 Venn and Woodcock, New 


Suir, _ Hewry, Marylebone July 22 Denton & Co 

Vexes, Gorn, Sussex, Farmer July 25 Johnson & Son, Midhurst 

Wuetca, Loursa Axx, Finsbury park July 29 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Waite, Atrrep, Saffron hill Augi Keen & Co, Knightrider st 
Warrrincuam, Grorcs Wi.t14m, Blackpool, Gent July 23 Page, Manchester 
Wison, Tuomas, Charing cross July 20 Butterworth, St Paul’s churchyard 
Woops, Joun, Richmond, Baker July 23 Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancaster pl 
Woop, Frances Letitia Janet, Liverpool Aug 1 Cornish, Liverpool 


London Gazette.~Tvurspay, June 25. 
Ass, Gzoras, Brightlingsea, Essex, Hotel Proprietor July 31 Jones & Son, Colchester 
Baanat, Joun, Manchester July 22 Preston & Son, Manchester 
Banker, Gronce Henry, Liverpool July 31 Roderick & Co, Liverpool 
Barrerssy, Janz, Southport Augi Mawdsley, Southport 
Brve., Jouy, Liverpool, Felt Manufacturer Aug 20 Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 
Biacu, Tuomas Denny, Woodford, Clerk July 24 Vickery, Old Jewry 
Bouton, Tuomas, Tasmania, Labourer July 20 Blyth & Co, Old Broad st 
Boorn, Frepenicx, Penistone, York, Corn Miller Augi1 Smith & Co, Penistone 
Braviey, Henry, Penistone, York, Innkeeper Augi1 Smith & Co, Penistone 
Brows, Annz, Exmouth July 10 Petherick & Sons, Exmouth 
Cursing, Jonny, Aston, Warwick, Clerk July 26 Wathall, Birmingham 
Coox, Ann, Bures St Mary, Suffolk July 24 Pettitt, King’s Arms yd 
CrosLanp, WitL14M, Southport, Gent Augi Vaudrey, Manchester 
Davies, Henry Cuanes, Chester, Commercial Travelier July 20 Tibbits, Liverpool 
Dyorr, Many Jaxx, Ryde, I W July 31 Darley & Cumberland, John st, Bedford row 


- Eyavanp, Ewa, Ratley July 31 Kilby & Mace, Banbury 


Ezra, Aaron, Brighton Augi Lamb & Gates, Brighton 


seaanes, Banvovisme Esresax Muniiio, Clitheroe, Photographer July 6 Lancaster, 
itheroe 


Guascorr, SrxickLanp, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent July 30 Oldfield & Co, Telegraph st 
Goppanv, Hannan, Hayfield July 31 Johnsons, Stockport 
Hat, Witt1Am Henry, Pembroke, Captain July 20 Patersons'& Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hane, Roserr Cuances, Sussex, Farmer Aug1 Lamb & Gates, Brighton 
Hanoreaves, Witttam, Harrogate, York,Gent Aug1 Gaunt & Co, Bradford 
Haut, Cuaries, Waterloo; Lancaster Aug 20° Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 
Harton, Cuartes, Cannon st, Iron Merchant Aug 10 Macarthur & Co, King st 
Harw 
oe, Epw. ee Saltash, Cornwall, Admiralty Clerk July 2% Jannet Lucy 


Hunt, ALrrep Henry, Romford, Essex, Solicitor July 31 “Hunt & Co, Romford 
Hvurcmsox, Francis, Thirsk, Yeoman July 22. West, Thirsk 

Hoxxwoop, Faanczs, Euma, Essex Aug 1 Foster & Oo, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Jacksox, WILLIAM, Harrogate, York, Wine Merchant July31 Dixon & Co, Sunder- 
Jorzs, Witi1aM, Plumstead, Gent July 22 Watts & Habershon; Woolwich 

Kink iaxp, Wiiitam, Derby, Carter July 25. Eddowes & Son, Derby J 

Lisrer, Jon, Gateshead, Gent July 25 Datidson.& Barker, Jarrow on Tyne 


Martin, Wiiu14m Laxauey, Enford, Wilts, Farmer July 14 Dixon, Pewsey 

Meu10r, Tuomas, Ashborne, Derby, Gent’ July 15 Bamford & Co, Ashborne 

Miturveron, Harrizrr, Walkley, Sheffield July 23 Alderson & Co, Sheffield 

Mitunerox, Joux, Walkley, Sheffield, Estate Agent July 23 Alderson & Son, Sheffield 

Netsox, Joux, Durham, Saddler July 22 Chapman & Son, Durham 

Parnick, Cuanies, Lancaster, Esq Aug 26 Preston, Blackburn 

Praxowstt, Sruas, Plumstead July 22 Watts & Habershon, Woolwich 

Pryor, Axx Avousta, Hillsbro’, Sheffield July20 Stacey, Sheffield 

Roserrs, Miss Fawny, Carvarvon July 1 Jones, Carnarvon 

Rocurorp, Tuomas, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Saddler July 24 Hinds, Stourbridge 

Roaa, Joux, Salisbury July 31 Hodding & Jackson, Salisbury 

Sarr, Witi1am Tuorxser, Cumbrid, Esq July 31 Shipman & Milne, Manchester 

Soorusy, Aowgs Curistiaxa, Crouch Hill July26 Rundle & Hobrow, Basinghall st 

Srzan, Cunistoruer, Plymouth, Gent Aug 6 Dobell & Northy, Plymouth 

Tatsor, Lazvuaus, Clayton le Moors Aug 10. Britcliffe, Accrington 

Txorntox, Tuomas, Dewsbury, Joiner July6 Blakeley & Clough, Dewsbury 

Tomuiinsox, Ezaa, Dewsbury, Innkeeper July6 Blakely & Clough, Dewsbury 

Vavoeuax, Witiiau, Lewisham, Esq July 31 Bridgman & Willcocks, College hilt 

Votuamy, Bexsamin Lewis, Lower Seymour st, Esq Aug 2 King, Ipswich 

Witp, Janez, Armley, Leeds July 20 Lapton & Fawcett, Leeds 

Wivxixsox, Witt1am, Queensbury, York Corn Dealer Augi Gaunt & Co, Bradford 
London Gasette-—Tuxspay, June 28. 

AprcuBoLb, Tuomas, Boscombe, Gent Augi Harman & Oo, King st, Cheapside 

Asn, Taomas, Canterbury, Gent July 20 Furley, Canterbury 

Baoreg, Soowen, Stoke upon Trent, Labourer July 31 Fifield Holtom, Stoke upon 

Buvunes, Betas Giiepenrt, St John’s Wood, Musical Artiste Augi Gadsen & Treherne 

Bevons, Jou | Melmerby, ur Thirsk, Gent July 31 Armitage & Co, Hudders- 


Cooxssy, Joun Henry, Southampton, Esq, JP, July 29 Sharp & Co, Southampton 
Curtis, Wi.11am, Holderness, York Aug5 England & Co, Hull 

Davouisa, Anruony James, Flint,Gent Augi Snowball & Co, Liverpool 

Day, Tuomas, Snodland, Kent, Augi Morse & Co, Walbrook 

Reamomn, Paut Ferpimaxp, Hampstead, Merchant Aug6é Rehders & Higgs; Mincing 
Garuicx, Tuomas Haut, Kidderminster,Gent Augi1 Talbot, Kidderminster 

Garunpy, Canes, Misterton, Farmer July 19 Hayes & Sons, Gainsborough 
Gorasniogs, Cuanues, Poole, Dorset, Licerised Victualler Aug 1. Trevanion & Oo, 


Hawxine, Cuanues, Portsea, Outfitter Aug 3 Bramsdon, Portsmouth 
Barege, Bersy Many Manrcarerra, Kingston on Thames Aug 9 Wheatly & Co, 


Hout, Samvex, Runcorn, Chester, Draper Aug9 Burton, Runcorn 

Hvurcutinson, Epwarp, J P, West Derby, Corn Miller Aug 14 J Labron Johnson, Liver- 
Joeman, Demeap Trorrer, Rochford, Bank Manager Aug 16 W &F Gregson, 
Jacxsox, Joux, Denton, Lancaster July 16 Smith, Hyde 

Jacen, Jane, Holmfirth, York July 31 Turner, Huddersfield 

Joxgs, Tuomas, Treorky, Glam, Stores Manager Augi Williams, Cardiff 

Kivsoy, Joun, Sunderland, Gent July 31 Kidson & Co, Sunderland 

Lynou, Many Exizasern, Fitzroy seq Augi1 Becher, Bedford row 

Macxenziz. Danrex, Kensington, Esq Minet & Co, King William st 

Ma coum, Exvizasetu Mircae.,, Gwendwrrd July 30 Murray, Clement's inn 
Manspen, Mary, Leeds July 27 Lumb, Leeds 

Meacockx, Tuomas Donnan, Hammersmith July 5 Marshall & Co, Hammersmith 
Mutuixotox, Tuomas, Gedling, Notts Aug12 Maples & McCraith, Nottingham 

eee * _ Taomas Kwox Macs, Barwich, nr Yeovil, Clerk Augi Newman & Co, 


Cums, Joun Howorrn, Birkdale, Lancs, Gent Aug 7 Yates, Southport 

Pewsey, Mrs Auetia Poors, Wilts July 20 Dixon, Pewsey 

Ports, Evizasstru, Cambridge Augi Eaden & Spearing, Cambridge 

Ports, Witu1am, Cambridge, Brewer Aug 1 Eaden & Spearing, Cambridge 

Potves, Evizasetu Any, Cardiff July 5 Cousins, Cardiff 

Rosznts, Fayny, Carnarvon Julyi Jones, Carnarvon 

Roserrsoy, Apam, Alnwick, Wine Merchant Aug 1 Dickson, Alnwick 

Szangzant, Tuomas Hurst, Wandsworth rd,Gent Aug 1 Lucas & Bons, Victoria 


Susrranp, Biiza, Churchill, Somerset July 29 Rogers Ford, Weston super Mare 
Sunway, Evizaseru, Ealing Aug1 King & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Sxrrron, Samugt Sracy, Liscard, Chester, Doctor July 29 Pontifex & Co, St. Andrew 


6urTH, , Rochdale, Draper Augi Brierley & Hudson, Rochdale 

‘Surrn, Saunt Waasrarr, Brighton, Eeq Aug 12 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 
Ta.eor, Joux Axruur, Newtown, Montgomery, Soliciter’ Aug 1 eT ar 
Tuousox, Haxxan; Cheltenham July 31 ‘Ticehurat & Sons, Cheltenham 
Waxxen, Ex:zavers, Bowness, Westmoreland Aug2 hepiiitiies, 
Waxvyen, Evuvxp Brooxs, Copthall court, Stockbroker Augi ‘PH 6 10 Wane, Wi- 
Way, Gassres“Oisinemnen} Serta: all Manufacturer Aug 16 Cosons Prior, 


Wurrs, Lizwz.yx, Gloucester, Gent’ Ang 10 Pomeroy & Co, Bristol : me 
Youna, Joux, Norham on Tweed, Builder Prhtim dou if sand 


sa 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Faivay, June 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


I) aan, Jeweller Manchester Pet 
Barsemax, Huyny, Whitestonecliff, nr Thirsk, Innkeeper 
Northallerton Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Bart, ay Loose, Kent, Butcher Maidstone Pet 
June Ord June 25 
Kener Frannisorox,, Bucklersbury High 


une 
ae faoy! Avoustvus Samiti, New Bond st High 
5 


gnidinnn Hae A Cottingham Kingston 
Tux ATKINSOY, , nr Kings’ 
upon Hull, Saddler Kingston upon Hull Pet June 24 
Browx, Haney, eae, Joiner Warrington Pet 
sie oe Kingsland rd, Licensed Vi 
ws, Bexsamin Wensrer, ic- 
tualler Court Pet May 29 Ord June 25 
Buawet & Chandos st, Publishers High Court 
Pet June 12 Ord ye une 24 
Cuampers, Cotins, and Haicn Lory, panos, 
0 


ee Merchants Huddersfield Pet June 24 

une 

Cuanxs, Wir1114m Hewny, Farnworth, Lancs Bolton Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 

Coury, Wii11aM Brooxes, imate Grocer Kidder- 


minster Pet June 22 


Conuizr, Joun sa, Rateel, Bel Salop, Coachbuilder 
Cra James Hamittow, Regent ‘t Club Proprietor 
High Pet June5 Ord June? il 


on Fane 8 SamurL, sy —enaeem Staffs, Baker Walsall Pet 


, Tuomas, Weetlic, Lanes, Farmer Bolton 
Do Fa Tene y Baa os so Newcastle D 
wsox, Joun Var e, 
teats time ane 
Seapets, hg -- meee Fishmonger Cardiff Pet 


Gunner Epwix, Cannock, Staffs, Baker Walsall Pet 
nd oe eat Grimsby, Grocer Gt G ib: 
ILLIAM, 4 rims 

Pet June 22 Ori June22 . 

Guest, Jony, China Dealer Plymouth Pet 

Haan, oa Semtaiberss Yorks, G Dewsb 

JOSEPH, )» OF! rocer eWsvu: 

’ June Ord June 25 ™ 


” 25 
ALES, Jon, Norwich, Builder Norwich Pet 
June 26 “Gah ene'be 





Wasnpovays, Warwick 
High Court Pet ren eae 


May 28 

Heimatcus & Co, Old st, St Luke’s, Furniture Manufac- 
turers Court Pet June 22 Ord June 26 

Houtioway, Wit1tiam, Whitehaven, Plumber Whitehaven 
Pet June Ord June 2% 

Horrzr, Cuantzs Ciement, Eastcheap, Builder High 


Court Pet May 15 Me a 
Howis, Samvst, » Plumber Derby Pet 
Jupe 25 Ord June 25 


Horrciu1, Wiusam Hover. Blackfriars, Confectioner 
Wandsworth Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Huerr, Groncs Wititam, Mile End rd, Wine Merchant 
High Court Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Jacxson, Joun, Battle, Farmer Hastings Pet June 25 
Ord June 25 


Josian Joux, Landport, Baker Portsmouth 
Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Jonzs, Tnomas Atrrep, Birmingham, Meat Salesman 
Pet June 25 Ord — 25 
Joxns, eee On t Bangor Pet June 


meme Paaxcis, Htracombe, Chemist Barnstaple Pet 
June 26 Ord June 

Last. Stuow ‘Hersenr, Woodstock, Watchmaker Oxford 
Pet June 24 Ord June 2 

laws py Bed Vata, Solicitor Wrexham Pet June 


lacie tere ‘cardiff, Manchester Warehouseman 
Cardiff? Pet June 13 Ord June 24 

Mixx, Sauvet Leovann, Sarsfield rd High Court Pet 
May 31 Ord June 26 

Moopry, Cuantes Bovucuen, Vidal rd High Court Pet 
May 20 Ord June 26 

_ Mummery, Ancurmatn Haas, Winchmore Hill, Furniture 

Dealer Edmonton Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Paynz, Hewnx, Bristol, Furniture Manufacturer Bristol 

Pet June 24 Ord June 24 


Jou 


Pengerr, My = es Preston, Sussex Brighton Pet 
une 24 
Paaren, Mary Janz, Newquay, Lodging house Keeper 
Truro Pet June 24 Ord June 24 | i 
Reap, Cuantes Haresy, Gra Colli Agent 
Court Pet May 11 June 26 —— 
Aviv, Treboth, late Lé Victualler Swansea 
June 25 Ord June 
Sworn, Joun, nr Huddersfield, Greengrocer 


Pet June 26 Ord June 26 


Starter, Ricnanxp. Commercial Travell. 
Blackburn Pet tune 28, Ord June 26 23 
Glos, Farmer Gloucester Pet 


June 
ee, Bee Way Leeds Pet June 22 Ord 


aon Wiis Herny, Laptgest, Confectioner 
Br. Cua’ + Are hl ‘Ord June s8 F Brighton 
ANLEY, RLES ‘armer 
Pet June : ~ 


"Brags, Gonos Sanur, Southampton Southampton Pet 


; Baryon, ALrato, Predtord, Woolstapler Bradford ret | Crowes, Gronox Farpenice 


June 24 June 26 








Werruemer, Luowic Daviv, Mark aa Wine Agent 
h Court Pet June21 Ord June 24 

Wittiam Ovpyizitp & fons, Manchester, Belting Manu- 
facturers Manchester Pet March 30 Ord June 26 

Witsoy, Jouw James, Garston, Grocer Liverpool Pet 
June 24 Ord June 4 

Yeromuans, Atraepv Exvest, 
mouth Pet June 24 Ord 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of June 14, 1895 :— 
Tesszyman, Samurt, Morley, Butcher Dewsbury Pet 

June 10 Ord June 10 


RECELVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Curnwery, Onatoner tor ~ pg Rem ee em ie age Brighton High 
Court Ord Dec 11, 1894 n June 24 


paneer Ironmonger Ply- 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avex, Samvet Waren, Lowestoft, Bootmaker July 6 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Bowen, Arnruur pe Couscy, Danes inn, Strand July 5 at 
11 Bankru dgs, Carey st 

Brown, James, Spa, Ladies’ Costumier July 
Sat 12.30 17, Hertford street, Coven: 

Browne, Ricuagp Hoprrix, Harberton, Devon, Butcher 
July 9at 11 10, ——  Fireos 

Buryet, Cuaries, & Co, Publishers July bat 
12 Rankruptcy bldgs, oea’ 

Coaaxe, Wriiiam Hewey, ‘Farnworth, Lancs July 5 at li 
16, Wood st, Bolton 

Coney, Grorez MANCHESTER, aa Ratiter at Law 

"x 12at12 Bankruptcy bl 
Dean ues OLpacres, Bouthazaptes itor , a 8 at 3 


Pe... a Tana ae July 9 at 12 Off 


queried —— Lancs, Farmer July 5 at 3 
16, Wood st, Bolton 

Davry, Bows, Seven Sisters’ rd, Tailor July 8 at 12 
Bankru: st 


Pp’ 

Davay, Wii114M, Burman Leeds, Painter July 5 at 
12 Off Rec, 22, Park rew, leeds - 

Farrow, wey Sustead, nr Hanworth, Farmer July 
6atil Off Rec. 8, King st, Norwich 

FLETCHER, ptm gy N Chemist July 5 at 
10.30 Off , St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

SOTHERGILL, CHARLES, li » Grocer’s Outfitter July 
l0at2 Off Rec, inrngel Raval Wo 

‘armer 


Gosuixe, 5 orfolk, July 6 
atl Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Hansury, ame Py Sm iy i July 5 at 12 Off Rec, 
al, Alexandra rd, 8 
Haraison & Wasnpounnr, Warwick lane, Tapestry Manu- 
facturers July 5 at 230 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Harrier, Witt1am Ropert, and Gaenia patos 
peas oy a cz July 9 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Vic- 
toria s' 


Hi, encuae Whtiieed, Tobacconist oi 9 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy st 


Hotueworts, WALTER, berworth. 
poe Seeneipes July 5 at3 Off f thee, — lane, 
Husrt, Grores Witiiam, ihe End rd, Wie Merchant 
July 9 at 11 , Carey 
Hume, a te Lowesto: ‘Master Suly 6 at 1.30 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
er SER, Ju Broad st House, Merchant July 5 
at 12 


Pai.uirs, erty Ao dh Warwick st, Regent st, 


—— Agent July 9 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
rey st 
Peater, Mary Jane, Newquay, Cornwall, Lodging 


— Keeper July Gat 12.30 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 


ruro 

Scraivens, Harny, Chel Glos, Market Gardener 
July 6 at 4 County Court dgs, Cheltenham 

Surruerp Water, tee ty Leeds, Grocer July 5 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, w. Leeds 


Suires, CHaRuEs some “Chorlton on Medlock, Greycloth 
Salesman July 8 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, 


Manchester 
Syxes, Groner Sauvuey, Southampton July 8 at 3.30 Off 


Rec, 4, st, Bow 
Tueassy, Jous, Fox st, Stoc , Baker July 5 at 11.30 
ff Rec, County wm oy — place, Stockport 


Unex, Jony, 
July 8 at a 0 Ree, 35, gtr st, Comet 

Wasetne, Roserr Jouy, ‘Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer July 6 at 

Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 

weeses Wittiam Ricnarv, Lianelly, Carmarthen 
Chemist July5at3 Off Rec, ll, Guay street, Car- 
marthen 

Wirsares, Faspertox Witiiam, Earl’s Court, Financial 
Agent July Satil Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 


The follo nf amended notice is substituted Fd that 
Gauxty Henpest, Burley, Leeds, Goal Dealer’ July 3 at 
aunt, Henpesrt, ey, r y3 1 
on Ree, 22, Park nae 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Axpensox, Jouy, Birmingham, Estate Agent Birmingham 
Pet June7 Ord June 25 
Bateman, Heyny, Sutton under Whitestonecliffe, Inn- 


Northallerton! Pet June 25 Ora June 25 

Bart, Eowarp, Loose, Kent, Butcher Maidstone Pet 
June 25 June 25 

Bisuop, Jonn James, Bi ham, Stockbroker Birming- 
ham June 7 une 26 

Brocxiessy, Jonn ArTKinson, upon Hull, 
nee Kingston upon Hi June 22 Ord 
une 


Brows, Harry, Warrington, Joiner Warrington Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 
Cranks, Writiam Hewnry, Farnworth, Lancs, Case Manu- 
Pet. June 25 Ord June 25 
irmingbam Fet June 22 Ord June 25 








Covey, Wiriuram Baooxgs, 
minster Pet June 22 ” Ord June 
Couuixs, Hyttoxs Dowse, H MPvinos Wormwood Scrubbs 
High Court Pet 


nd tet see High 

Cooks, Bopert NRY, Pp t 
Court Pet May14 Ord June 25 

Deve, Taomas, Brighton, Traveller Brighton Pe 

D noes Taonse Wee tleigh, La: F 

sOEaEnON, as, Wes' nes, Farmer . Bolton 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


Dowsoy, Jonny Ventasss, Newcastle on Tyne, Draper 
Ni leon Tyne Pet June25 Ord June 25 

Eves, Tuomas Paut, New Oxford st, Bootmaker High 
Court Pet March 26 Ord June 2 

Banese, Ad, J, Southport, Gent eS Pet Jan & 


une 
Francis, Joun, Bridgend, Fishmonger Cardiff Pet June 
25 Ord June 25 
Jous, Chelsea, Licensed Victualler High Court Pet 
2 


Fay, 
March 21 Ord June 21 

GanpeErtox, r+ b Soanen, Staffs, Baker Walsall Pet 
June25 Ord J 


Labourer G@ 
Plymouth Pe 


Dewsbury 


Norwich Pet June 2% 
How yh yy pate, Notts, Plumber Derby Pe 
25 
Hurt, Groncs ted Mile End rd, Wine Merchant 
Court Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Huerert, Wim Hopes, Blackfriars, Confectioner 

Wandsworth Pet June 20 Ord June 2 
Icnexnavsenr, Jutivs, Broad st House, Merchant High 

Court Pet Mays -Ord June 25 
Joiurrs, Josian Jou, Mowe adr Hampshire, Baker 

Portsmouth Pet June 26 Ord Jane 26 
Joxzs, Tuomas Aurrep, 

Bi Pet June 25 
Bishop Auckland, House y ae Durham 
Ord June 24 
Bangs. 2 Secasen P ny — Chemist Barnstaple Pet 


une 
Last, sted Hexsert, Woodstock, Watchmaker Oxford 
Pet June 24 Ord June 24 
ae > eet der , ar or Farmer Notting. 


‘June 26 

ona” Be  ~ Ae Bournemouth, Laundryman Pode 
Pet June 15 ora J June 25 

Oasury, Freperick Jouy, Harlesden High Court Pet 
Aprilé6 Ord June 25 

Peenett, Freperick, Preston, late Greengrocer Brighton 
Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

a Mase Jane, Newquay Truro Pet June 24 On 


une 

Purrerr, Tuomas, Bedfordshire, Farmer Luton Pet May 
a Davin, Treboth, 8 Co 8 

Daten, wansea, rman Swansea 

et June 25 Ord June 25 - 

Seatox, Carts, Devonshire st, Portland pl, Gent. High 

. ns Pet May3 Ord June 2 tel, @ 

cae ouN u _ reengrocer 
Huddersfield Pet June 26° Ord Jun 

Saeruerp, Wauter, Wortley, Grocer Seeds Pet June i? 


rd June 24 
Siarer, Ricuarp, Blackburn Blackburn Pet June? 
Ord June 


Sarre, CATHERINE, Safey, Glos, Farmer Gloucester ‘Pet 
June 24 Ord June 

Sucre, Cecirt Supsceen a Norris, Lancs 
Agent Pet May 10 Ord Jane 35 

Suiruies, James, New Wortley, Leeds Leeds Pet June 
22 Ord June 22 

Spransuort, Wituiam Henny, Landport, Hampshire, Con 
fectioner Portsmouth Pet June 2s Ord June 26 

Syxes, James Waren, Huddersfield, Solicitor Hudderm 
field Pet May 27 Ord June 26 ; 

Tausamayn, Jotzrn, Mile End rd, Jeweller High Cout 
Pet May 31 Ord June 25 

Top, ALEXANDER, Theobald’s rd, Wine Merchant High - 
Court Pet May8 Ord June 22 

Warner, Jouw Wiit1am, Bristol, Produce Broker Brista 
Pet June 14 June 26 

Wetsn, Rosert, Huddersfield, Solicitor Huddersfield Pet 
May 27 Ord June 26 


Gippons, Joun | mired Gt oe fe 
June 22 Ord June 2 
Guest, Joux, Pl China Dealer 
une 24 June 25 
Haron, Josers, yg ey Yorks, Grocer 
Pet June 25 Ord J 
Hares, Joun, Norwich, E Builder 
Ord June 26 


Jor1inG, me 
Pet May 


Rezs, 


Wonrszy, Ernest, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler Bix 
mingham Pet June 19 ‘Ord June 26 
Yeomans, Atraep Eaves, Pl th, Ir ger Ply 





mouth Pet June 24 Ord June 24° 
The iiowtng amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
i in the London Gazette of June 14: — 
Txsseyman, Samvet, Leeds, Butcher Dewsbury Pet June 
10 June 10 
London Gazetie.—Tunsvar, July 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apams, Asana, Shaftesbury rd, Hornsey Rise, Builder 
High Court Pet June 27 Ord June 27 


258 
Baker, CHaRues, Herefordshire, Farmer Glouce* 
ter Pet Jumel7 Ord June 28 


Buageentess zeae Fiaru, Ravensthorpe, Yorks, Engineer 
Pet J Ord June 


Baiout, pana Chestham, , Financial Ageat 
Pet May6 Ord June 27 
Dovstixe, Seer, Bristol, Currier Bristol Pet Juoe 
Ord June 27 
Ex:trox, Jons Nuruet, Coventry, a Manufacture 
Pet June 28 OrdJune 


Ropers Josmra, Sheffield,, Tailor Sheffield Pet June 





Gress. moausae, Juans. oupert, I of W, Licensed 

x tualler Portamouth Pet 29 Ord June 29 

Bammuowp, Gzonce Cxessy, Graveseni, House 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
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aple Pet 
: Oxford 
Notting- 
an Poole 
ourt Pet 
Brighton 
e24 Ord 
Pet May 

Swansea 
nt High 
eengrocer 
ot June i? 
t June 
ester ‘Pet 
Greycloth 
. Pet June 


se, Builder 
e Trawe 
r Gloucee 


ncial Ageat 
Pet June M 
nufacturet 

Pet June 
sensed Vie 
ne 29 
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Hawruory, James Kenyon, Streatham, West India Mer- 
chant High Court Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Howes, Joas, R , Mon, But Tredegar Pet 
June od ton 27 


dacgsos, , H4 } snr Tobacconist Liverpool Pet 

June 27 Ord June 27 
Jonns, —_ > Old Colwyn, Carnarvonshire, Tailor 
Leicester Pet June 





Pet June27 Ord June 27 
Kiesy, ye Butcher 
26 Ord June 26 


Kinxnam, CHARLEs, Parriox, Copthall avenue, Stock- 


broker’s Clerk h Court Pet May31 Ord June 26 
Lave, Cuanvzs Bray, Ipswich, Gent Ipswich Pet June 
29 Ord June 29 


Lewis, Sees, Hafod, Glam, Farm Bailiff Pontypridd 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Larcarigcp, Apert Isaac, Durton on Trent, Boot Factor 
Burton on Trent Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
Macas, Faep, Newport, Mon, Boot Dealer Newport, 
Mon Pet June 20 Ord June 29 
Masniott, Watrer Henazy, Leamington Warwick Pet 
June ll Ord June 29 
Marsuatt, Atpert, Loughborough Leicester Pet June 
15 Ord June 29 
Miu.uixeros, Wrutiam, Bloxwich, Staffs, Journeyman 
Walsall’ Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Nosie, Rosert, Cramlington, Northumbrid, Cowkeeper 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 15 Ord June 28 
Noswortay, WicuiaM ye  F Torquay, Confectioner 
Exeter Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Pace, Wituiam, and Witi1am Henry James, Birmingham, 
Refiners Birmingham Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Pascen, Joux, Lighthorne, Farmer Warwick Pet June 
Ord June 29 
Heme James, ALrrep Pareman, and Astuur Pateman 
_ uth Norwood, Builders Croydon Pet June26 Ord 
une 26 
mange, Sas Euma, Coseley, Grocer Dudley Pet Junei8 Ord 
une Ii 
Ruopes, ' Ail Market Rasen, Lincs, Solicitor Lincoln 
Pet June 13 Ord June 23 
Sxaire, Jonny, th, Shop A t Wandsworth 
et June 27 Ord June 27 
-? H J, Ra gto — Commission Agent High Court Pet 
3 June.27 
Gh osern GrorcE, eo. "pees Dealer Ponty- 
pridd Pet June 28 Ord Jun 
Surrn, Martin Heyry, Coleford, ‘Glos, Colliery Proprietor 
Newport, Mon Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Surrs, Samvuzt, Gillingham, Kent, Coal Merchant 
Roe Pet June 28. Ord June 28 
Tasker, Eowarp Witiiam,  ~s nr Devizes, Late Solici- 
tor’s Clerk High Court Pet March 25 Ord June 27 
Tou.inson Brotuers, Tower Hill, Tea Merchant High 
Court Pet May 11 Ord June 27 


Amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 25, 1895 :— 
Jones, Samuet Herseart, Manchester, ae and Finisher 
Manchester Pet Junel7 Ord June 22 


Amended notice is substituted for that sailed in the 
London Gazetts of June 18, 1895 :— 
= t CHARLES a Liverpool, Hatter Liverpool 
et May 9 Ord June 1 





FIRST MEETINGS. 

Be.iains, Kenxetn Fraaincroy, Bucklersbury, 
of Publie Co July llat 11 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey 
8 

Beez, George, jun, Melksham, Wilts, Builder July 10 
ati2 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, ome 

Bisuor, Joun Jans, Bi tockbroker July 12 
at 11 23, Colmore row, 33 

Bouveniz, Joux Auaustus Suit, New Bond st July 11 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Burrow, en Henny, Leeds, ts, Hay Dealer July 12 at 
11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leed: 

Brown, Bexs Amin renee, "Kingsland rd July 12 at 11 


Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Cavacsu, Anyiz, Devowa.p, But, jatgieg Boum Keeper 
July 10 at 12.30 Off Rec. brs, Corn st, 


Bristol 

Cotuizr, Joun Cuanxes, Shifnal, Soleo, oe July 

° 10 at 2 f pecan sone beers Chub P 

RAWFORD, JAMES HAMILTON, Hoge rd ul roprietor 
July 11 at 2.30 Bankru bidgs, Carey st 

Dovstine, Henaey, Bristol, er July 10 at 12.45 Off 
Ree, chmbrs, Corn st, J og 

Escuzs, a Merrett, pag Widow July9 
at 12 & Son’s, Bank bidgs, 

Excox, , B.... ereford, Provision rohan? July 10 at 
2.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 

7 Gronos Wiiiam, Market Rasen, Lines, Auction- 

16at 12 Off Reo, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

"Hexsua ease lane lane, Solicitor July 12 at 


Oly Srerugy Wituiam, Syindon, Wilts, Hardware 
Dealer fas be dated Henry C Tombs, Off Rec, 32, 


High st, Swin 
Forv, Fraxx Rosert, Stoke upon Trent, Commercial 
Traveller July 10 at 2.30 Off Rec, Newcastle under 


Guzsr, Jony, Plymouth, China Dealer July 12 at 11.30 
10, Athenseum terrace, Plymouth 
“a Josern, pg moa Grocer July 9 at 3 Off 


Haumoxp, hoo | Cressy, Gravesend, House Agent 
July 22at12 Off Rec, 149, High st, st, Roc! 

este Tuomas Bevin, B ae Comet Wine Travel- 

y 12 at 11 

Harzis, Gzorce Heyry, Sutton Beputton Conanted, & Po Ml July 
liatll 23, Colmore row, ee Teles 

Hesiam, CLementive Marte Josernuns, Southsea 
js Ran a Off Rec, Cambridge J Sanetion, iligh ot 

‘0! jou 

Hotroway, Witu1am, Whitehaven, Plumber July 12 at 
12.30 County Court house, Whitehaven 

Horxixs, Jonx, Gorseinon, Glam, Tailor July 10 at 12 
Of Ree, 31 1, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


Pencoax, . 





Howis, Sanu: Notts July 9at 11.30 Off Reo, 
Bt Ji Veoneuhe shemben, ‘ 


Husyer, Anrnurn Manarp, Bloomsbury, Entertainment 
Manager July 12 at 12 ee Se 
Janes, Senet 8, Ferndale, Glam, Grocer July llat12 Off 
enfig, Glamorganshire, Ironmonger 
at it ‘on Bows, Queen st, Cardiff Je 
“1 ons, Handswortn, Staffs, Stationer 
"Weymouth, Gos Birmingham 
mouth, Coal Merchant July 9 at 12.20 
Keat, Francis, Ifracombe, Chemist July 10at2 San- 
ders & Sons, Hi 
er, Butcher July 9 at3 Off Rec, 


Kinknam, CHARLES Say avenue, Stock- 
broker’s Clerk July 10 at Bankruptcy bidgs, 


L beg B Ipswich, Gent Jul: at 12 Off 
ANE, ARLES Bay, 9 
eae ot, Ree J 


Mera 


a ae ee The 


Jenxins, Ricnarp. 
July 11 
JonEs, 

10 


Joy, hao 
Of 


Kinsy, Tuomas, 


Last, ae Herpeer. 
maker ty A A at 12 

Lewis, Joux 

a 
mt fy Beig’' &. dain ht chm! Derby 
iy ‘8 

Mi.yz, Samvet Leonagp, Balham at citi 10 at ll 
Bankru 

a 10 ati2 Bank- 

Myers, Susana cam, Deen, Butcher July 9 at3 
Of Ree, 25, John st, 


Nixoy, Gore Carzinerox, Burslem, Staffs, Glass 
t July 10 at 3 Off Rec, Hewenstlo unter 


Parry, Evan, Rhayader, Radnorshire, Grocer July 10 at 
1 Off Lianidloes 


ee oy? Bristol, Furniture Manufacturer July 10 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
me. ene Harssy, Coal ‘Bachange, 


Moopy, Cuar.es Bovonsr, 
Carey 





July 9 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
Rix-Wauts Georak, Ga: YP a Gent July 17 at 
W B Whall, et aq, King’s Ly 
Seeheuies CHARLES Enwusr, ayy aan July 15 at 
12 Of ag irs ilreonag oa Gre 
B: i 


ny Joun, 
10 at 2.30 


s ze Off 6, —a bs 
IMKIN AABLES. 

Labourer July ll at 3 Angad Hotel” Bur boy Bt 
gure, i a, 7m, Builder July 10at12 Bankruptcy 


Sutra, » ean Coal Merchant July 22 at 


at 149, Roch: 
Surrn, Waxte: loway, Grocer July ll at3 Off Rec, 
‘unction, st, Portsmou' 
Saurraiss, James, Leeds July l0at11 Off Rec, 22, Park 


row, 

Sroxe, Farperick, Stradbroke, Suff Farmer July 9 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 36, ind, Se 

a ang Mile End eweller July 10 atil 


ptcy Prem pg 
Tayior, ALrazp, Bradford, roe, Ws Vege July 11 
at3 O 4 81, ohn y ‘ 
Menor’ Hants Bi Miller July 10 at 


ury 
Waar Davin, Morriston, Glam, Ironmonger July 16 
Off S, Ceeeee row, Birmingham 
Wenn, Exgyest, ham, Licensed Victualler July 
12 at 12 23, Colmore row, Birminham 
Yeoman, Atrgep, a, Ironmonger July 12 at 11 
10, Athenzeum terrace, Plymouth 


Wepaos, Eanruez, efolk 
12.45 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apams, ew py | rise, Builder High Cowt Pet 
June Ord June 


ALsTor, Tete Brows, “Bromley, Kent, Merchant High 
Court Pet April 30 June 27 

Buakevey, Japez Fiern, yo Yorks, Engineer 

Pet June28 Ord June 29 

Crutcaiey, Samvet, Walsall, Staffs, Baker Walsall Pet 
June 25 Ord June 26 

Dovustine, Henny, Bristol, Currier Bristol Pet June 27 
Ord June 27 


Davay, Epwis, Seven sisters’ rd, Late Tailor High Court 
Pet June 27 Ord June 28 

Dusx, Cecr, Witi1am, Copthall avenue, Solicitor Pet May 
14 Ord June 28 


Eacuxs, Mania Mennett, Bexhill, Widow Hastings Pet 
Mayi1 Ord June 27 


Exrox, Joun Nourus., Co’ Cycle Manufacturer 
Coventry Pet June 28 Ord une 28 
Gueex, Ricuarp ey Newport, I W, Licensed Victualler 
Portamouth Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
Hammonp, Shag Cressy, Gravesend, House Agent 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Hawrnors, Jauzs Kenyon, Streatham, West India Mer- 
chant High Court 


Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
Hitt, Frepenick, Tobacconist High Court 
Pet May 31 Ord June 
Ho.ioway, Witu1am, Whitehaven, Plumber Whitehaven 
Pet Juae 22 Ord June 27 
Howse 18, Jouy, eT p Mon, Butcher Tredegar Pet 
June 26 Ord June 97 


no is Tuoas, Bria —, Boot Manufacturer Bristol 
Ispister, WiILLIAM, Strand, Publisher High Court Pet 
June 12 Ord 


Stushar Wateen, Labeeien, Butcher Leicester Pet June 26 
Leiden aa Hafod, Glam, F Bailiff Pontypridd 
wis, GLyNDwr, ‘arm oni 
Pet June 22 Ord June 25 


Latcurizitp, Apert Isaac, Burton on Trent Boot 
sme essncs Gate, ee Pet Juve 27 Darra Hiigh 
poocks, Winirrep, 
N a = ee Confectioner 
OS WORTHY ILLIAM ~ JOSEPH, uay, 
Exeter ‘Pet June 28 Ord June 





ak , Staffs, Grocer Dudley Pet June 18 
Harney, 
Cnaries anne Bornes S Genk enna, Celery Agent 
Sauyp vp oat, Eanest, Li Hatter Liverpool 
Pet May 6 Ord June 28 
Senay, 


Sxarr, Joux, Wi 
Pet June 27 


Surrn, Maetin Henry, Proprietor New- 
Mon 28 June 

Surrn, Sauvug., New Coal Merchant 
June 28 Ord June 

Poultry Farmer 


Sraney. aes SS 8, 
Witsox, Beawarp Geonen, 
High Court Pet May 23 June 23 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
July 8.—Mr. Hewry ape gies ad the Mart, ne. at 2, 
Leasehold Stoke Newington (see advertise- 


x & eT ae Bod the Mart, 

jusiness 

Bond-street, Crown Lease in Trees 
hold in Pall Mall ad ‘J 

a (see advertisement, ‘June 





va this wads naan Om 
July 10.—Messrs. Eowix 
C., at 2 
Premises in 





29, 
Suly 10 Means, Poet meh eng eo at the Mart, at 


o> rows AA). 
3h lnvetenent (ons atvertloemast, Sune #, page 6 - 
and Ground-rents (see advertise ment, 
this week, p. 4). 


AU letters intended for publication in the 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 














Now ready, price 40s. nett, bound in full cloth ; 
bound in half law calf, 5s. extra; bound in 
full law calf, 7s. extra ; carriage, le. 


STUBBS’ DIGEST 


“The Irish haw Times.” 


Vol. 1. (1867) to Vol, XXVIL. (1893). 


CONTAINING — 
4,750 IRISH CASES, 


Decided by the House of Lords, the Privy 
Council, the Superior Courts of Law and 
Equity, the Court of Appeal, and several 
Divisions of the High Oourt of Justice, 
the Landed Estates Court, the Court of 
Probate and for Matrimonial Oauses, the 
Court for Orown Cases Reserved, the 
Judges of Assize, the Land Commission, 
the Courts of Bankruptcy and Admiralty, 


‘the County Courts, the Sub-Commission 


Courts, &c., &e. 





DUBLIN : 


JOHN FALCONER, 58, Upper Sackviile-street 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


july 6 1895. 








SUSSEX. 


Immediately adjoining the town of Horsham, about one 
mile from the railway station. 


An exceed! valuable mee Beng 
tax and oa) known as te, comprisin 
Place, mos } “+4 beautifu 
ue, old-fashioned, Ret ey 


heilain. 


acres of ‘Tich meaiow ww land sl 
a fine buil 
Hills Farm, wi 


(free of land 





farm a4 
+ Aan and about 59 acres of meadow 
ole with gardens, 


, London, E.C., on MON- 
—— —ry O o'clock in the afternoon, 
plans, and conditions * sale may be obtained 
edwin, cana _ er, & Dewing, Solicitors, 
& Chasemore, Land and 

ad Worthing, Sussex. 


" HORSHAM, SUSSEX. 

To Syndicates, Builders, and others, immediately adj pining 

the town and ripe for development as a Building 
A truly Sy wheahle Freehold Property, known as pene s 
Farm, tly situated fronting to Trafalgar and 
's roads, a short distance from the town and 
station, a nicely undulating a, 
preven) game ys abundantly watered, divided into 

ies as follows :— 

Pa of = farm compri ow 21 
acres of of maton enh arable land appro from 
be penny bt and Victory-road, and uding ‘oe well- 


the i portion of the Farm, together 


railway 


D portion of the Farm and a 

rounds oman 5 in the 

f productive old meadow and and 

lying in a fence, bounded on the 

" er with the excellent 

43 agen, = st 

gardens, stabling and coachho an 
sp haven J agtoutenal uildings, which will be 


Sold 
Nese KING & CHASEMORE, at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, London, E.C., on MON- 
DAY, JULY 15th, 1896, at 6 o'clock in the afternoon, 
Three Lots. 


and conditions of sale may be obtained 

win, Davis, 1 & Dewing, Solicitors, 

Horsham ; and of Messrs. King & Chasemore, Agents 
and Timber Surveyors, Horsham and Worthing, Sussex. 


— NEWINGTON. 

Close fw Clissold- «ge —— ince of stations 

on the North ion and rote g Kenan Railways and 

service uf omnibuses and trams tothe City and’ West 

R. HENRY SCRUTON will OFFER for 

SALE by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 

, E.C., on MONDAY, JULY 8th, at ‘TWO o’clock 

eats following LEASEHOLD RESIDENCES, all 
to desirable tenants at moderate rentals :— 


{ 
} 








15, Albion-grove.. 
Do. 
Do. 


55 years un- 
a unexpired at 
es | ) Midsummer, 

1895. 


of Messrs. Clarke Rawlins, & Co., Solicitors, 


.o— aohen House, Old Broad-street, E.C.; and of the 
uctioneer, Dacre House, Arundel-street, Strand, Wc. 


Geo. Cutt, Esq., deceased. 
SURREY HILLS, 
S miles from London, 5 from Croydon, 1} from Purley, 
and 3 mile from Kenley Station. 
OBT. W. FULLER, MOON, & FULLER 
will SELL by AUCTION at the MART Tokenhouse 
yard, E.C., on INESDAY, JULY saith, at TWO 
upless offer is reviousl ) the 
OLD, — — BUILDING 
ESTATE known as and New Barn Farm 
in all about 356 acres, on fl Ral owen Poem 
lent Stabling, and Farm ings. Also 11 cottages and 1 
fronting the Vv: , known 








FFICES, Opposite Temple Station. — 
Large Offices to be LET, suitable for Solicitors or an 
August wee grow nd fi { d_basem: : ndel 

: |-floor an ent of Arun 
House, ( a Temple Station, W.C. 4 





LOSE to the Law Courts.—Cheap and 
ud ens ant ee coe Floor Offices; rents respec- 
Psy room £80 per anu. jal oa oly mo 
- ’ ytom, But, 
Cooran, 85, Old Jewry, E = : 





| 


SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1895. 


ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. beg to announce that the following 
da have been fixed for their SALES during the year 1 
to be held at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the 
Beak ef En Engiand, E.C. :— 
Aug. 29 Thurs., Nov. 14 
Thurs., July 18 Thurs., ” Sept. 12 
Thurs., July 25 Thurs., . 26 
Thurs., Aug.15 | Thurs., Oct. 24 
Other appointments for immediate Sales will also be 
arranged. 


Thurs., July 11 Thurs., 
Thurs., Aug. 1 Thurs., . 10 Thurs., Dee. 12 
Messrs. Farebrother Ellis, Clark, & Oo. publish in the 
advertisement columns cf wt, >... C ae 
a list of their fo They 
also issue from time to time mchetles of roperties to be let 
or sold, com; rising lonaee landed and resi : ao farms, 
freehold an old houses, wp be Say ofloes ant 
generally, which will be 


Forwarded thr Wo, 20, Flee 
Temple-bar, and 18, Old Beet cnet. * 
SALE APPOINTMENTS FOR 1895. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 
agg seve H. E. FOSTER & CRAe FIELD 
ecessors to Marsh, Milner, Co.) conduct 
PERIODICAL SALES on the first toe ce fa cout 
month throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.C., of 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent). 
Life Interests and Annuities. 
Life Policies. 


Shares and Debentures. 
a oe a Debts —e Bonds, and 


Sales of Estates, oun. and Country Houses, Building 
Land, Investments, Ground-renta, , &e., 
will also be held every month. The following are the dates 
fixed for 1895 :— 
July 17. 

August 1. 
August 14. 


Vendors and purchasers are invited to communicate with 
the Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 


Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
8, MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AED 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 


UCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 

Tokenhouse-yard, Ci Ra the second and last 
Thursdays in each month other days as occasion 
may require. 
Se ea a 

jurveys, 

of Mo Receiverships in Chancery, Sal Bales by Auction 
of iture and Stock, Collection of Rents, & 
paar 5 Lists of House gt NO ~~ Bale, 
and Houses, &c., to be Let, are 
as Ss can’ be had 

or stam| 

address, “ _ 





November 20. 
December 5. 





1 ESSRS. H. GROGAN ¢ & CO., 101, Park- 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West-ind 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 


TREADWELL & WRIGHT, of Devereux- 
L., General Shorthand 
the a begun 

TREADWELL in 1645; Typewri ten Transoripts; Log 

and eral Co; Charges; 

Seeel General Copying in} pewring at Mationa Chas 

{;REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS (Superior). 

— Messrs. aes anion! tee ~ th EY 
about yw euate new-aveeuing Senge 

ee A or hamerd solicitors, yarculare Plans a en ry 











, SOLICITORS, TRUSTEES, and others 
Funds for Investment in NDS 





“BOLIGETOR, 27, thoroughly ad 
, a pennant ont any “pig his I 
Fenton. —Address, Payne, Se & Con J had 


Accountants, 27, Chancery-lane, 


no P Y GENTLEMAN would receive 
over 2 years amily to bring 

educate; district Ayah Nigga ht fe dower 
references. Atpoa 135, Messrs, beown’e, 
Tesdenhall-steect, EAC. 








FOUB PEB CENT. DEBENTURES, i 
NATIONAL MORTGAGE and ‘a ) 
COMPANY of NEW ZEALAND (Limited f 
Chairman—H. BR. GRENFELL, Esq. 
Bubscribed £1,000,000, in 100,000 shares of £10 
Paid tn sisi, er Further Oalled, £50,000. 
The Com; ~~ —- MONEY on —_ até 
P tires, or seven 
cpcaatases ae 
bee be mage rectrnted to the aout eam ty ‘ Dae re 


capital, tut ai but dey re me oi i, 7a Beat ; 
memeber ees ie by se dhol 
the Manager, 8, Great Great Winchester-street, London. 
REVERSIONS. 
L** REVERSIONARY INTERES 
SOCIETY (1 (Limited). 


Pie 





24, LINCOLN’S S INN FIELDS, W.C. 


manne —-Rowsnn Janes Bove, —4 os. 
ePUTY-CHAIRMAN — JOHN CLERK FE 
REVERBSIONS and Life Interests Purchased. 


mediate and Deferred Annuities granted in exchange ft 


Reversionary and Con 
LOANS may also te deesh on th on the security of RB 


sions. 4 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further ine 
formation, may be had at the office. 
C. B. CLABON, Semeturyey 
YUARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSUB 
ANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 5 
Temporary Head Offices—6, Princes-street, London, BC, | 
Law Courts Branch--21, Fileet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions, 
Cuarnman—J. J. Hamitton, Esq. 
Deruty-Cuarsman—Davip Pow, Esq. 


Fire Policies which 7 EL MIDSUMMER should be» 
renewed at the Offices of the Coanpeny , or with the A : 
Applications 


on or before the 9th day of 
Manager of Fire Department—A. J. Rextow. 


Agencies invited. 
THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 
(Estasiisuzpd 1823), 
Interests in Teal and. Personal 








— 
Pra A ell these 
Alivavoe Money upon the 


EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTER 
in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY or o 
Securities and Annuities PURCHASED, or Loans 
Annuities theseen _guatel, b the EQUITABLE RE 
VERSIONARY ¥ 3 ; Sa. Establs 7 
1835. Capital, £500,000. ia ae 


oe Gir TO, | mecnetanen, 





"Is 
Pai AI 





Special Advantages to Private jo ae 
THE IMPERIAL oysvrance come. 
truarep, FIRE. 


1803. 
E.C., and 
£1,200,000 ; D, 
over ds onaoee 


E. COZENS SMITH, 
General Manager. 


INSURANCE OFFICE, 


_ Broad-street, 
Subscribed 
Total 
Founded 1710. 
LAW COURTS RTS BRANCH: me 


9 U N 40, CHANCERY LANE, we 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
SUM INSURED in 1894, £393,622,400. — 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ASR MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT x 
- | To Her Majesty, the Lord Ghaneallor, the Whole of . 
ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, || 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Te 
wand Olerkr of the Ponos’ 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Ge 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDG: 


1, Old Pall Mall, 8.W. 
£300,000. 














